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FINAi.  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
DISPOSAL  AND  REUSE  OF  CHANUTE  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  ILLINOIS 


a.  Responsible  Agency;  U.S.  Air  Force 

b.  Cooperating  Agencies;  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Great  Lakes  Region; 

Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 

c.  Proposed  Action;  Disposal  and  Reuse  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  (AFB),  Champaign  County,  Illinois 

d.  Written  comments  and  inquiries  on  this  document  should  be  directed  to;  Lt.  Coi.  Thomas  J.  Bartol, 
Director  of  Programs  and  Environmental  Division,  AFRCE-BMS/DEV,  Norton  Air  Force  Base, 
California,  92409-6448,  (714)  382-4891. 

e.  Designation.  Final  Eiivironnriantal  Impact  Statement  (EIS). 

f.  Abstract;  On  5  January  1 989,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  announced  the  closure  of  Chanute  AFB, 
Illinois,  pursuant  to  the  Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act.  Previous  environmental  documentation 
culminated  in  the  filing  of  a  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Closure  of  Chanute  AFB  in 
February  1990.  A  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  for  the  action  was  signed  in  March  1990.  The  base  is 
scheduled  for  ciosure  by  30  September  1993.  This  EIS  has  been  prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  to  analyze  the  potential  environmental  consequences  of  the 
disposal  and  reasonable  alternatives  for  reuse  of  the  base.  The  EIS  also  describes  the  potential 
environmental  consequences  of  actions  that  will  be  taken  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  and 
the  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation  with  regard  to  development  of  aviation  facilities  for  one  of 
the  reuse  alternatives.  This  document  includes  analyses  of  the  possible  impacts  each  alternative 
may  have  on  the  local  community,  including  population  and  employment,  land  use  and  aesthetics, 
transportation,  utilities,  hazardous  materiais/wastes,  geology  and  soils,  water  resources,  air  quality, 
noise,  biological  resources  and  cultural  resources.  Potential  environmental  impacts  are  land  use 
incompatibilities,  increased  aircraft-related  noise  levels,  increased  traffic,  loss  of  prime  farmlands, 
reduced  wildlife  habitat,  alteration  of  topography,  alteration  of  water  flow  and  drainage  patterns, 
temporary  effects  of  elevated  concentrations  of  particulate  matter  during  construction,  and  possible 
effects  on  historic  resources.  Traffic  mitigations  include  contributions  to  area  roadway 
improvements.  If  avoidance  of  biological  resources  is  not  adequate  or  possible,  mitigation  in  the 
form  of  replacement,  restoration,  or  enhancement  is  possible.  Because  the  Air  Force  is  disposing  of 
the  property,  some  of  the  mitigation  measures  are  beyond  the  control  of  the  Air  Force.  Remediation 
of  Installation  Restoration  Program  sites  is,  and  will  continue  to  be,  the  responsibility  of  the  Air  Force. 
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SUMMARY 


PURPOSE  AND  NEED 


In  May  1988,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  established  the  Commission  on  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure  to  examine  the  issue  of  military  installation  realignments 
and  closures.  On  24  October  1988,  the  Congress  and  the  President  endorsed  the 
Commission  and  its  charter  by  passing  the  Defense  Authorization  Amendments 
and  Base  Qosure  and  Realignment  Act  (BCRA)  (Public  Law  100-526). 

The  Commission  submitted  its  report  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  on 
29  December  1988.  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  (AFB),  Illinois,  was  one  of  the  bases 
recommended  by  the  Commission  for  closure.  The  Secretary  of  Defense 
approved  the  Commission's  recommendations  on  5  January  1989  and 
announced  that  the  Department  of  Defense  would  implement  them. 

The  BCRA  also  requires  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  comply  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  in  the  implementation  of  the  base  closures  and 
realignments.  The  Secretary  of  Defense,  through  the  Air  Force,  is  preparing  the 
required  NEPA  documents  for  the  base  closures.  In  February  1990,  the  Air  Force 
released  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Closure  of  Chanute 
AFB,  which  addressed  environmental  impacts  associated  with  base  closure.  The 
Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  was  published  in  March  1990. 

The  Air  Force  must  now  make  a  series  of  interrelated  decisions  concerning  the 
disposition  of  the  base  property.  In  support  of  these  decisions,  this 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  has  been  prepared  to  provide  information 
on  the  potential  environmental  impacts  resulting  from  several  alternatives  for 
reuse  of  the  base  property  after  disposal.  After  completion  and  consideration  of 
this  EIS,  the  Air  Force  will  prepare  decision  documents  stating  the  terms  and 
conditions  under  which  the  dispositions  will  be  made,  including  the  mitigation 
measures,  if  any,  that  will  be  taken  by  the  Air  Force  or  be  required  of  the 
recipients.  Similarly,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA)  and  the  Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation  (lOOT)  will  prepare  decision  documents  with  regard 
to  development  of  aviation  facilities  for  one  of  the  reuse  alternatives.  These 
decisions  may  affect  the  environment  by  influencing  the  nature  of  the  future  use 
of  the  property.  Further  environmental  analysis  and  documentation  may  be 
required  to  address  other  actions  that  may  be  proposed  in  the  future. 

The  Air  Force  selected  as  the  Proposed  Action  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  as  a  major 
aircraft  maintenance  facility  for  the  purpose  of  evaluating  the  possible 
environmental  impacts  resulting  from  the  incident  reuse  of  the  installation.  This 
plan  was  developed  by  the  IDOT  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul  as  their  Integrated 
Concept  Plan  for  reuse  of  the  base  property.  This  proposal  would  entail 
redevelopment  of  Chanute  AFB  for  aviation-related  activities,  including  air 
maintertance,  air  cargo,  and  general  aviation  operations;  educational  and  training; 
light  industrial  enterprise;  health  care;  recreational;  and  residential  use. 
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The  following  ditematives  to  the  Proposed  Action  are  also  being  considered: 

•  Redevelopment  of  the  base  to  provide  minor  aircraft  maintenance,  air 
cargo,  and  general  aviation  operations.  The  difference  from  the  Proposed 
.Action  is  in  the  reduced  size  of  the  aircraft  maintenance  operations. 

•  Redevelopment  of  the  base  with  non-aviation  land  uses  such  as  industrial, 
educationalAraining,  hospital/life-care,  recreational,  and  residential. 

•  The  No-Action  Alternative,  which  entails  the  base  remaining  under  federal 
control  and  being  placed  in  caretaker  status. 

SCOPE  OF  STUDY 

The  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare  an  EIS  for  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  24  August  1990.  Issues  related  to  the 
disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  were  identified  in  the  closure  scoping  meeting 
held  on  1  March  1989  at  the  Rantoul  Township  High  School  Gymnasium.  The 
scoping  period  for  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  was  from  late  August 
to  late  September  1990.  A  public  scoping  meeting  was  held  on  12  September 
1990  at  the  Civic  Center  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  Illinois.  The  comments  and 
concerns  expressed  at  these  meetings  were  used  to  determine  the  scope  and 
direction  of  studies  and  analyses  required  to  accomplish  this  EIS. 

This  EIS  discusses  the  potential  environmental  impacts  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action  and  its  alternatives.  To  provide  the  context  in  which  potential 
environmental  impacts  may  occur,  discussions  of  potential  changes  to  the  local 
communities,  including  population  and  employment,  land  use  and  aesthetics, 
transportation,  and  community  and  public  utility  services  are  included  in  this  EIS. 
In  addition,  issues  related  to  current  and  future  management  of  hazardous 
materials  and  wastes  are  discussed.  Impacts  to  the  physical  and  natural 
environment  are  evaluated  for  geology  arxf  soils,  water  resources,  air  quality, 
noise,  biological  resources,  and  cultural  resources.  These  impacts  may  occur  as 
a  direct  result  of  disposal  and  reuse  actions  or  as  an  indirect  result  of  changes  to 
the  local  communities. 

The  baseline  assumed  in  this  document  is  the  conditions  projected  at  base 
closure  on  30  September  1993.  Impacts  associated  with  disposal  and/or  reuse 
activities  may  then  be  addressed  separately  from  the  impact  associated  with  base 
closure.  General  preclosure  conditions  and  impacts  of  closure  were  addressed  in 
the  closure  EIS  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c).  A  reference  to  preclosure  conditions 
(1988)  is  provided,  where  appropriate  (e.g.,  air  quality),  to  provide  a  comparative 
analysis  over  time.  This  will  assist  the  decision  maker  and  agencies  in 
understanding  potential  long-term  impacts  in  comparison  to  conditions  when  the 
installation  was  active. 

The  Air  Force  is  also  preparing  a  separate  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study 
on  the  economic  impacts  expected  in  the  region.  That  document,  although  not 
required  by  NEPA,  will  serve  as  a  companion  document  to  this  EIS. 
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SUMMARY  OF  PUBUC  COMMENTS 


The  Draft  EIS  (DEIS)  for  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  was  made  available 
for  public  review  and  comment  in  March-April  1991 .  A  public  hearing  was  held  in 
Rantoul,  Illinois,  on  27  March  1991,  at  which  the  Air  Force  presented  the  findings 
of  the  DEIS.  Public  comments  received  both  verbally  at  the  public  meeting  arxf  in 
writing  during  the  response  period  have  been  reviewed  and  are  addressed  by  the 
Air  Force  in  Appendix  K  of  this  EIS.  In  addition,  the  text  of  the  EIS  itself  has  been 
revised,  as  appropriate,  to  reflect  the  concerns  expressed  in  the  public 
comments.  The  responses  to  the  comments  in  Appendix  K  indicate  the  relevant 
sections  of  the  EiS  that  have  been  revised. 

The  major  comments  received  on  the  DEIS  are  as  follows: 

•  The  treatment  of  short-term  impacts  of  base  closure  was  considered  to  be 
inadequate. 

.  The  treatment  of  socioeconomic  impacts  was  considered  insufficient. 

.  The  reuse  schedule  assumptions  are  not  considered  very  realistic 
regarding  rapidity  of  growth. 

•  It  is  emphasized  that  the  Air  Force  should  clean  up  contaminated  sites 
before  transferring  ownership. 

•  Problems  associated  with  low  flows  to  the  Rantoul  Wastewater  T reatment 
Plant  must  be  addressed. 

•  Asbestos  both  in  buildings  to  be  demolished  and  those  that  will  remain 
must  be  managed  in  a  way  that  minimizes  or  eliminates  health  risks. 

•  Effects  of  reuse  construction  and  operations  activities  on  wetlands  and 
water  bodies  on  and  near  the  base  must  be  described. 

•  Use  of  hazardous  materials  both  before  and  after  closure  raise  concerns 
about  contamination  risks. 

•  Reuse  activities  will  result  in  a  loss  of  prime  farmland. 

•  Landfills  must  be  identified  that  will  accept  demolition  and  construction 
debris. 

•  Additional  reuses  were  suggested 

•  Concern  was  expressed  about  who  will  assume  responsibility  for  utility 
systems  on  base  and  in  Rantoul  after  closure. 

•  The  Air  Force  is  required  to  continue  coordination  for  the  evaluation  of 
eligibility  of  historic  structures  on  Chanute  AFB. 

Based  on  more  recent  studies,  the  foilowing  sections  of  the  EIS  have  been 
updated: 

•  The  discussion  of  the  Rantoul  Wastewater  T reatment  Plant  (Sections 
3.2.5  2  and  4.2.4) 

•  Land  use  zones  and  acreages  in  the  Proposed  Action  and  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  (based  on  modifications  in  the  IDOT's 
Airport  Layout  Plan;  Sections  2.2  and  2.3.1) 
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•  The  evaluation  of  potentially  eligible  historic  properties  (Sections  3.4.6  and 
4.4.6) 

•  Discussion  of  the  loss  of  prime  farmland  (see  Sections  4.2.2. 1  and  4.2.2.2) 

•  Evaluation  of  the  proposed  reuses  with  regard  to  Section  4(f)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (Section  4.5). 

SUMMARY  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 

influencing  factors  and  potential  environmental  impacts  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  for  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  are  summarized  in 
Tables  S-1  and  S-2  and  briefly  described  below. 

PROPOSED  ACTION 

Local  Community.  In  1994,  population  and  employment  in  the  immediate  area 
will  decline  as  the  base  doses  and  construction  for  reuse  is  completed. 
Subsequently,  redevelopment  activities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  will 
result  in  increases  in  F>opulation  and  employment  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and 
Champaign  and  Ford  counties.  Total  projected  site-related  regional  population 
and  employment  are  shown  in  Figure  S-1 .  Approximately  6,050  direct  jobs  are 
projected  by  the  year  2014,  with  an  additional  6,000  indirect  jobs  in  the 
two-county  area.  It  is  estimated  that  population  in  Rantoul  would  increase  from 
the  closure  level  by  5,790,  or  57  percent,  by  2014,  and  that  the  population  in  the 
Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  (Champaign  and  Ford  counties)  would  increase  by 
about  12,750,  or  7  percent,  over  the  closure  level. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  result  in  impacts  to  576  acres  of  privately-owned 
prime  farmland  east  of  the  base  property.  This  land  would  be  converted  from 
agricultural  use  to  support  runway  expansion  and  the  development  of  the  aircraft 
maintenance  facility.  In  addition,  three  inhabited  dwellings  on  this  land  would 
have  to  be  relocated.  Redevelopment  land  use  plans  may  have  minor  conflicts 
with  local  zoning  ordinances.  Road  rights-of-way  (ROW)  and  avigational 
easements  would  also  have  to  be  established  on  and  off  base.  The  presence  of 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  sites  may  constrain  or  delay  reuse  at  these 
sites  until  the  extent  of  contamination  is  delineated  and  risk  assessments  and 
remedial  designs  have  been  implemented. 

Increased  traffic  generated  by  the  Proposed  Action  would  decrease  the  level  of 
service  on  Maplewood  Drive  to  unacceptable  levels.  Proposed  aircraft  activities 
would  have  minimal  affects  on  air  traffic  and  airspace  use  in  the  region.  Light 
emissions  from  the  airfield  are  not  expected  to  adversely  affect  occupied 
buildings  or  roadways.  Minor  increases  in  air  and  railroad  transportation  demand 
are  expected. 

Utility  demands  would  increase  above  closure  consumption  levels  as  a  result  of 
the  increasing  population  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul.  Wastewater  flows  from  the 
base  area  are  expected  to  decline  to  a  minimum  of  1 .3  million  gallons  per  day 
(MGD)  in  1 994,  then  rise  to  an  average  flow  of  about  1 .7  MQD  in  201 4.  Some 
temporary  adjustments  and  a  higher  degree  of  maintenance  than  is  commonly 
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Ragional  refers  to  the  two-county  region  comprising  Champaign  and  Ford  counties. 

Total  population/employment  projectiorrs  indude  both  site-relatod  effects  and  noivsite-related  growth. 
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Table  S-2.  Summary  of  Environmental  Impacts  of  Reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  in  the  Year  2014 
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necessary  may  be  required  at  the  Rantoul  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant,  but  no 
modifications  in  the  plant  or  operations  should  be  required.  Utility  corridors  and 
easements  would  have  to  be  obtained  to  connect  new  faciiities  with  existing  utility 
lines.  Metering  of  utility  systems  may  be  required  to  integrate  the  utility  systems 
with  the  Village  of  Rantoul. 

Hazardous  Materials/Hazardous  Waste  Management.  Types  and  quantities  of 
hazardous  materiais,  hazardous  waste,  and  pesticides/herbicides  generated  by 
the  Proposed  Action  are  expected  to  increase  from  ciosure  conditions.  The  shift 
of  responsibility  for  managing  hazardous  materials  and  waste  from  a  single  user 
to  multiple,  smaller.  Independent,  users  may  result  In  a  potential  reduction  in 
service  because  there  may  no  longer  be  one  on-sIte  organization  capable  of 
responding  to  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste  spills.  Reuse  activities 
are  not  expected  to  adversely  affect  the  remediation  of  IRP  sites.  Existing 
underground  storage  tanks  (USTs)  would  be  removed  prior  to  closure  in 
accordance  with  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA)  regulations. 
Demolition  and  renovation  of  structures  with  asbestos-containing  materials  would 
have  to  be  managed  in  accordance  with  the  National  Emissions  Standards  for 
Hazardous  Air  Pollutants  (NESHAP)  and  other  regulations. 

Natural  Environment.  The  aviation-related  activities  of  the  Proposed  Action 
would  increase  noise  levels.  Prior  to  closure,  the  Village  has  experienced  very 
limited  aircraft  noise.  Day-night  sound  levels  (DNL)  of  65  to  75  decibels  (dB) 
resulting  from  aircraft  noise  would  likely  affect  up  to  536  acres  of  land,  but  no 
residences  lie  within  areas  exposed  to  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater. 

Potential  impacts  to  biological  resources  could  include  loss  of  vegetation/habitat 
or  degradation  of  wetlands  as  a  result  of  construction  and  operation  activities. 
There  could  be  potential  effects  to  the  setting  and  integrity  of  historic  resources 
as  a  result  of  the  potential  conveyance  from  federal  ownership  or  other 
undertakings.  Minor  or  no  impacts  on  geology  and  soils,  water  resources,  and  air 
quality  are  expected. 

MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  OPERATIONS  ALTERNATIVE 

Local  Community.  Redevelopment  activities  associated  with  this  alternative 
would  generate  smaller  increases  in  population  and  employment  than  the 
Proposed  Action.  Total  projected  site-related  regional  population  and 
employment  are  shown  in  Figure  S-1 .  Approximateiy  1 ,880  direct  jobs  are 
projected  by  the  year  2014,  with  an  additional  1 ,400  indirect  jobs  in  the 
two-county  ROI.  It  is  estimated  that  the  population  in  Rantoul  would  increase 
from  the  closure  level  by  1 ,800,  or  1 8  percent,  by  201 4,  and  that  population  in  the 
ROI  would  experience  an  increase  of  about  3,820,  or  about  2  percent,  over  the 
closure  level. 

This  alternative  would  result  in  impacts  to  231  acres  of  privately-owned  prime 
farmland  east  of  the  base,  which  wouid  be  converted  from  agricuitural  use  to 
support  runway  expansion.  Acquisition  and  relocation  of  the  three  inhabited 
dwellings  would  not  be  required.  Redevelopment  land  use  plans  may  have  minor 
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conflicts  with  local  zoning  ordinances,  similar  to  those  in  the  Proposed  Action. 
Road  ROWS  and  avigational  easements  would  have  to  be  established  on  and  off 
base.  The  presence  of  IRP  sites  may  constrain  or  delay  reuse  at  these  sites  until 
the  extent  of  contamination  is  delineated  and  risk  assessments  and  remedial 
designs  have  been  implemented. 

Traffic  generated  by  this  alternative  would  decrease  the  level  of  service  on 
Maplewood  Drive  to  unacceptable  levels.  As  with  the  Proposed  Action,  aircraft 
activities  would  have  minimal  effects  on  air  traffic  and  airspace  use  in  the  region. 
Light  emissions  from  the  airfield  are  not  expected  to  adversely  affect  occupied 
buildings  or  roadways.  Minor  increases  in  air  and  railroad  transportation  demand 
are  expected. 

Effects  on  the  existing  wastewater  treatment  system  would  be  similar  to  those  of 
the  Proposed  Action.  New  utility  corridors  and  easements  would  not  likely  be 
required  because  no  new  lity  construction  is  anticipated. 

Hazardous  Materials/Hai  ..ous  Waste  Management.  Types  of  hazardous 
materials,  hazardous  waste,  and  pesticides/herbicides  associated  with  this 
alternative  are  expected  to  be  similar  to  those  used  for  the  Proposed  Action,  but 
the  quantities  used  would  be  smaller.  The  effects  would  likely  be  similar  to  those 
of  the  Proposed  Action. 

Natural  Environment.  The  aviation-related  activities  of  this  alternative  would 
generate  aircraft  noise.  Approximately  476  acres  of  land  would  be  affected  by 
noise  levels  of  DNL  65  dB  or  greater,  but  no  residences  lie  within  areas  exposed 
to  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater. 

Potential  impacts  to  biological  resources  could  include  loss  of  vegetation/habitat 
or  degradation  of  wetlands  caused  by  construction  and  operation  activities. 

There  could  be  potential  effects  to  the  integrity  and  setting  of  historic  resources 
as  a  result  of  the  potential  conveyance  from  federal  ownership  or  other 
undertakings.  Minor  or  no  impacts  on  geology  and  soils,  water  resources,  and  air 
quality  are  expected. 

NON-AVIATION  ALTERNATIVE 

Local  Community.  Redevelopment  activities  associated  with  this  alternative 
would  generate  smaller  long-term  increases  in  population  and  employment  than 
the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative.  Total  projected 
site-related  regional  population  and  employment  are  shown  in  Figure  S-1 . 
Approximately  1 ,230  direct  jobs  are  projected  by  the  year  201 4,  with  an  additional 
150  indirect  jobs  in  the  two-county  ROI.  It  is  estimated  that  the  population  in 
Rantoul  would  increase  from  the  closure  level  by  1,170,  or  12  percent,  by  2014, 
and  that  population  in  the  ROI  would  experience  a  net  increase  of  about  2,280,  or 
1  percent,  over  closure  conditions. 

This  alternative  would  require  no  property  acquisition.  Redevelopment  land  use 
plans  may  have  moderate  conflicts  with  local  zoning  ordinances.  No  avigational 
easements  or  road  ROWs  would  be  required. 
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Traffic  generated  by  this  alternative  would  not  adversely  affect  the  level  of  service 
on  key  roadways.  Minor  increases  in  air  and  railroad  transportation  are  expected. 

No  effects  to  the  existing  utility  systems  are  anticipated,  with  the  exception  of  the 
wastewater  system.  The  wastewater  system  effects  would  be  similar  to  those 
associated  with  the  other  alternatives. 

Hazardous  Materials/Hazardous  Waste  Management.  Types  and  quantities  of 
hazardous  materials,  hazardous  waste,  and  pesticides/herbicides  associated  with 
the  alternative  are  expected  to  vary.  The  effects  of  this  alternative  would  likely  be 
similar  to  those  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

Natural  Environment.  There  would  be  no  aircraft-related  increases  in  noise 
levels.  Surface  traffic  noise  levels  on  site  would  not  likely  increase  over  closure 
levels.  Minor,  local  impacts  caused  by  loss  of  vegetation/habitat  or  degradation 
of  wetlands  are  anticipated  as  a  result  of  the  .minimal  construction  activities. 

Minor  or  no  impacts  on  geologic  resources,  soils,  water  resources,  air  quality, 
noise,  and  cultural  resources  are  expected. 

NO-ACTION  ALTERNATIVE 

Local  Community.  The  only  activities  associated  with  the  No-Action  Alternative 
would  be  disposal  management  activities,  creating  less  than  100  direct  and 
indirect  jobs.  This  alternative  would  not  result  in  any  increases  in  employment  or 
population  compared  to  closure  levels. 

No  adverse  land  use  effects  are  anticipated.  The  on-base  structures  would  be  left 
in  place  and  maintained  in  a  caretaker  status.  No  effects  on  road,  air,  or  railroad 
transportation  are  expected. 

Adverse  impacts  to  the  wastewater  system  may  be  caused  by  low  flows. 
Modifications  to  the  system  could  be  required  to  accommodate  long-term 
decreased  flows  and  ensure  that  discharged  effluent  continues  to  meet  applicable 
standards. 

Hazardous  Materials/Hazardous  Waste  Management.  Small  quantities  of 
various  types  of  hazardous  materials,  hazardous  waste,  and  pesticides/herbicides 
would  be  used  for  this  alternative  and  managed  by  the  caretaker  contractor  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  regulations.  Security  of  IRP  sites  would  be 
enhanced  under  this  alternative.  All  USTs  would  have  to  be  removed  and 
provisions  would  be  made  for  sufficient  maintenance  of  above-ground  tanks. 

Natural  Environment.  Beneficial  effects  on  geological  resources,  soils,  water 
resources,  air  quality,  noise,  and  biological  resources  are  expected  as  a  result  of 
the  lack  of  reuse  development  and  operations.  The  limited  maintenance  planned 
under  the  No-Action  Alternative  may  result  in  deterioration  in  the  quality  or 
integrity  of  historic  buildings  on  base. 
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CHAPTER  1 
PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 


1 .0  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 


This  environmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  examines  the  potential  impacts  to 
the  environment  resulting  from  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  Air  Force 
Base  (AFB),  Illinois.  This  document  has  been  prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  of  1969  and  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations  implementing  the  NEPA.  Appendix  A 
presents  a  glossary  of  terms,  acronyms,  and  abbreviations  used  in  this 
document. 

1.1  PURPOSE  AND  NEED 

The  Proposed  Action  addressed  in  this  EIS  is  the  disposal  of  Chanute  AFB  in 
whole  or  part  to  other  federal  agencies,  public  entities,  and/or  private 
organizations.  The  disposal  of  Chanute  AFB  is  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Base  Closure  artd  Realignment  Act  (BCRA)  of  1988  (Public  Law  100-526) 
and  the  recommendations  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense’s  Commission  on  Base 
Realignment  and  Closure.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  established  the 
Commission  on  Base  Realignment  and  Closure  in  May  1988  to  recommerxj 
military  installations  for  realignment  and  closure.  The  Commission  was  to  use 
the  military  value  of  the  installation  as  the  primary  criterion  in  identifying 
candidate  bases.  Congress  aixJ  the  President  endorsed  the  Commission  and 
its  charter  by  passing  the  Defense  Authorization  Amertdments  and  BCRA  on 
24  October  1988.  This  legislation  required  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
implement  or  reject  the  Commission’s  recommendations  in  their  entirety. 

On  29  December  1988,  the  Commission  submitted  its  report  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  recommending  realignments  and  closures  affecting  145  military 
installations.  Of  these  installations.  86  are  to  be  closed,  including  Chanute  AFB. 
The  Secretary  of  Defense  approved  the  Commission’s  recommendations  on 
5  January  1989  and  announced  that  the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD)  would 
implement  the  realignment  and  closures  of  the  selected  installations.  Congress 
did  not  pass  a  joint  resolution  disapproving  the  Commission’s 
recommendations  and  the  Commission’s  recommendations  on  base  closures 
were  thereby  approved. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  BCRA,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  must  initiate  the 
recommended  closures  and  realignments  by  30  September  1991  and  complete 
them  before  30  September  1995.  Chanute  AFB  is  scheduled  for  closure  by 
30  September  1993.  The  disposition  of  Chanute  AFB  will  be  in  compliance  with 
the  Defense  Authorization  Amendments,  the  BCRA,  and  the  Federal  Property 
and  Administration  Services  Act  of  1949. 
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The  decisions  to  be  made  by  the  Air  Force  regarding  Chanute  AFB  property 
inciude  the  foliowing; 

•  If,  how,  and  when  the  property  will  be  divided  into  parcels  for  disposal 
(parceiization) 

•  What  disposal  method  will  be  used  for  each  parcel,  for  example: 

-  transfer  to  another  federal  agency 

-  public  benefit  conveyance  to  an  eligible  entity 

-  negotiated  sale  to  a  public  body 

-  sealed  bid  or  auction  to  the  general  public 

•  What  mitigation  measures  are  needed  for  Air  Force  actions  that  cause 
environmental  impacts. 

The  EIS  will  also  support  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA)  and  Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation  (IDOT)  decisions  regarding  development  of 
aviation  facilities  for  one  of  the  reuse  alternatives.  The  purpose  and  need  for  the 
Proposed  Action  is  to  enhance  the  aviation  capacity  of  the  State  of  Illinois, 
particularly  east-central  Illinois.  Chanute  Field  has  been  designated  as  a  reliever 
airport  to  O’Hare  International  Airport.  Both  the  FAA  and  the  State  of  11”  ''‘s 
have  identified  Rantoul  as  a  suitable  area  for  development  of  general  aviation 
facilities.  Reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  property  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport 
would  be  in  accordance  with  these  recommendations.  Further  environmental 
analysis  and  documentation  may  be  required  to  address  other  actions  that  may 
be  proposed  in  the  future. 

1 .2  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  ANALYSIS  PROCESS 

The  BCRA  also  requires  compliance  with  the  NEPA  (with  some  exceptions)  in 
the  implementation  of  the  base  closures  and  realignments.  The  issues  that  were 
excluded  from  NEPA  compliance  are: 

•  The  selection  of  installations  for  closure  or  realignment 

•  The  establishment  of  the  Commission 

•  The  Secretary  of  Defense’s  acceptance  of  the  Commission’s 
recommendations. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense,  through  the  Air  Force,  is  preparing  the  required  NEPA 
documentation  at  each  stage  of  the  base  closure  process.  In  February  1990, 
the  Air  Force  released  the  Final  Environntental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Closure 
of  Chanute  AFB,  with  the  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  published  in  March  1 990. 
That  document  addressed  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with  closure. 
The  ROD  is  presented  in  Appendix  B  of  this  EIS. 

The  Air  Force  has  prepared  this  EiS  to  provide  information  on  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  of  federal  decisions  regarding  the  disposal  and  incident 
reuse  of  Chanute  AFB.  Following  the  completion  and  consideration  of  this  EIS, 
the  Air  Force  will  make  a  series  of  interrelated  decisions  regarding  disposal  and 
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parcelization  of  the  base  property.  The  federal  decision  documents,  such  as  the 
ROD,  will  state  the  terms  and  corxiitions  under  which  disposal  will  be  made, 
including  the  mitigation  measures,  if  any,  that  will  be  taken  by  the  Air  Force  or 
required  of  the  recipients.  These  decisions  may  affect  the  environment  by 
determining  or  influencing  the  nature  of  the  future  use  of  the  property. 

Because  the  parcelization  and  disposal  methods  do  not  directly  affect  the 
environment,  this  EIS  will  focus  on  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with 
the  reuse  implemented  by  future  owners.  The  Air  Force  will  use  the 
redevelopment  plans  developed  by  the  state  and  local  community  as  the 
Proposed  Action  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  the  required  environmental 
analysis.  In  addition,  the  Air  Force  will  also  analyze  the  environmental  impacts 
associated  with  other  reasonable  reuse  alternatives  to  ensure  that  all  potential 
environmental  impacts  have  been  identified.  The  recipients  of  the  property  will 
subsequently  make  decisions  with  regard  to  the  reuse  of  the  property.  Four 
alternatives  have  been  identified.  These  include  two  aviation  reuse  proposals,  a 
non-aviation  reuse,  and  a  no-actlon  alternative  that  involves  no  reuse. 

The  FAA,  Great  Lakes  Region,  is  a  cooperating  agency  in  the  preparation  of  this 
EIS.  The  FAA  has  jurisdiction  regarding  reuse  of  a  portion  of  the  property  as  a 
cMiian  airport.  Its  jurisdiction  arises  from  its  authority  to  approve  airport  layout 
plans,  which  are  required  for  federally  funded  public-use  airports.  The  agency 
also  has  special  expertise  arxj  a  responsibility  to  make  recommendations  to  the 
Air  Force  on  the  disposal  of  surplus  property  for  airport  use.  The  potential 
environmental  Impacts  of  airport  development  must  be  assessed  prior  to 
committing  federal  funding,  in  accordance  with  the  NEPA  arxl  FAA  Orders 
1050.1  D,  Policies  and  Procedures  for  Considering  Environmental  Impacts,  and 
5050.4A,  Airport  Environmentiil  Handbook. 

The  FAA  has  granted  the  IDOT  the  power  to  act  as  the  federal  decision-maker 
for  the  FAA  regarding  any  aviation-related  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB.  The  State 
Block  Grant  Program  authorizes  this  action  and  provides  the  IDOT  with  the 
discretionary  funding  for  norvprimary  airfields  (those  without  scheduled 
passenger  service).  Until  the  State  Block  Grant  Program  expires  or  instrument 
procedures  are  developed  and  implemented,  the  reuse  project  will  not  become 
an  FAA  federal  action.  The  FAA  has  authority  to  approve  facilities  for  an 
Instrument  landing  system  (ILS)  or  to  issue  a  limited  Federal  Aviation  Regulation 
(FAR)  Part  139  certificate  (airport  certification  program),  which  may  be  needed 
for  this  action.  If  the  State  Block  Grant  Program  Is  not  funded  beyond  Its 
current  extension  of  1992,  then  the  FAA  could  become  more  directly  involved 
with  the  environmental  impact  analysis  process. 

This  EIS  provides  the  assessment  of  potentied  environmental  impacts  of  the 
proposed  airport  layout  required  by  the  NEPA  and  FAA  regulations.  It  also 
provides  environmental  assessment  information  to  aid  FAA  decisions  on 
funding  requests  for  airport  development  projects,  if  the  runway  and  associated 
land  are  conveyed  and  developed  as  an  airport,  the  new  owners  will  be  required 
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to  prepare  an  airport  layout  plan  and  submit  it  to  the  I  DOT  as  appropriate  for 
approval. 

This  EIS  analyzes  the  socioeconomic  impacts  of  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute 
AFB  property  only  to  the  extent  that  those  impacts  affect  the  natural  or  physical 
environment.  A  concurrent  study  (Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study,  U.S. 
Air  Force,  1991b)  analyzes  in  greater  detail  the  socioeconomic  impacts  of  the 
base  closure  and  disposal  and  reuse  of  the  base  property.  It  describes  the 
effects  on  the  local  communities  and  the  transition  of  activities  on  the  base  from 
conditions  prior  to  closure  through  redevelopment,  In  an  effort  to  address  the 
concerns  of  state  and  local  agencies  and  the  general  public  regarding  those 
issues. 

1.3  SCOPING  PROCESS 

The  scoping  process  identifies  the  significant  issues  relevant  to  the  Proposed 
Action  and  provides  an  opportunity  for  public  involvement  in  the  development  of 
the  EIS  in  accordance  with  NEPA  requirements.  At  the  Chanute  AFB  Closure 
Scoping  Meeting  held  on  1  March  1989  at  the  Rantoul  Township  High  School 
Gymnasium,  various  issues  related  to  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  the  base  were 
identified. 

The  Notice  of  Intent  (Apperxfix  C)  to  prepare  an  EiS  for  disposal  and  reuse  of 
Chanute  AFB  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on  24  August  1990.  Local 
notification  of  the  public  scoping  meeting  was  achieved  through  the  media 
within  a  75-mile  radius  of  the  base. 

The  scoping  period  for  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  was  from  late 
August  to  late  September  1990.  A  public  meeting  was  held  on  12  September 
1990  at  the  Civic  Center  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  Illinois,  to  solicit  comments 
and  concerns  from  the  general  public.  Approximately  80  people  attended  the 
meeting.  Representatives  of  the  Air  Force  presented  an  overview  of  the 
meeting's  objectives,  agenda,  and  procedures,  and  described  the  process  and 
purpose  for  the  development  of  a  Disposal  and  Reuse  EIS.  In  addition  to  verbal 
comments,  several  written  comments  were  received  during  the  scoping 
process.  These  comments,  as  well  as  information  from  previous  Air  Force 
scoping  and  Base  Reuse  Executive  Council  meetings,  were  used  to  determine 
the  scope  and  direction  of  studies/analysis  to  accomplish  this  EIS.  Copies  of 
the  Draft  EIS  were  sent  to  all  Interested  parties.  Comments  have  been 
incorporated  into  this  Final  EIS  (FEIS);  Appendix  D  contains  the  distribution  list 
for  the  FEIS. 

1.3.1  Summary  of  Scoping  Issues  and  Concerns 

The  issues  and  concerns  raised  during  the  scoping  process  for  consideration  in 
this  EIS  are  discussed  below. 
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Hazardous  Waste 


•  Concern  was  expressed  regarding  asbestos-containing  materials  in 
landfills  and  in  buildings  on  base,  their  disposal,  and  environmental 
clean-up  commitments. 

•  Comments  were  made  that  the  Air  Force  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul  need  to 
work  closely  with  all  appropriate  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies  to 
expedite  a  smooth  transition  for  the  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB. 

•  Several  speakers  commented  that  significant  attention  must  be  afforded  to 
the  environmental  cleanup  of  base  property.  They  felt  that  the  cleanup 
must  focus  on  the  elimination  of  hazardous  waste  and  on  health  and 
aesthetic  concerns. 


Natural  Resources 


•  Concern  was  expressed  regarding  the  land  use  changes  that  would 
negatively  affect  prime  farn^and,  wildlife  habitat,  wetlands,  erosion,  and 
sedimentation. 

•  A  commenter  asserted  that  requests  for  the  use  of  Chanute  AFB  property 
that  are  detrimental  to  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  the  surrounding  area 
should  be  dismissed  in  favor  of  others  that  will  not  only  be  positive  for  the 
community,  but  will  also  be  beneficial  to  our  nation. 

•  Speakers  expressed  concern  over  the  proposed  acquisition  of  additional 
land  for  lengthening  the  runway.  Some  of  the  issues  that  need  to  be 
considered  are  potential  damage  to  drainage  for  adjacent  farmland,  i.e., 
blockage  of  surface  flow  or  severance  of  drainage  pipes;  potential 
severance  of  small  parcels  of  land,  creating  difficulty  for  the  economic 
operation  of  agricultural  enterprises;  and  potential  interference  with  access 
to  adjacent  fields. 

•  It  was  suggested  that  the  proper  disposition  of  the  Parks  and  Recreation 
facilities  at  Chanute  AFB  is  crucial  to  providing  a  balanced  allocation  of 
parks,  natural  areas,  and  recreation  facilities  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
area’s  present  and  future  population. 

•  Commenters  expressed  the  opinion  that  cooperation  with  the  Village  and 
appropriate  agencies  is  imperative  in  the  acquisition  and  transfer  of  public 
benefit  lands  and  facilities.  It  was  requested  that  the  facilities  and 
greenspace  areas  be  transferred  to  the  Village  of  Rantoul  at  no  cost 
through  the  public  benefit  allowance  transfer. 


Infrastructure 


•  Comments  and  questions  were  raised  regarding  the  current  contract  for 
wastewater  services  arxJ  how  the  Air  Force  intends  to  deal  with  wastewater 
services  in  base  disposal. 

•  An  inquiry  was  made  as  to  whether  the  Public  Works  Reuse  Committee  will 
require  an  independent  study  regarding  the  feasibility  of  converting  the 
steam  plant  to  operate  on  natural  gas. 

•  It  was  requested  that  the  electrical  distribution  system  be  transferred  to  the 
Village  arid  that  the  Village  maintain  control  over  all  major  components  of 
the  infrastructure  at  Chanute  AFB. 
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•  It  was  urged  that  cooperation  must  be  given  to  the  Village  and  its 
administration  in  the  transfer  of  utilities  and  infrastructure,  and  succinct 
maintenance  agreements  need  to  be  adopted  during  the  period  of 
transition  and  thereafter,  as  necessary. 

•  Concern  was  expressed  with  regard  to  maintenance  of  additional 
community  property.  The  Village  of  Rantoui  will  double  in  area  and  the 
revenues  will  be  halved  as  a  result  of  base  closure.  The  cost  of  acquiring 
necessary  equipment  for  the  maintenance  of  the  infrastructure  was  of 
prime  concern  for  the  community.  It  was  requested  that  the  Air  Force 
provide  adequate  equipment  to  last  until  the  land  is  developed  sufficiently 
to  pay  for  general  maintenance,  police  and  fire  protection. 

1 .3.2  Issues  Beyond  the  Scope  of  the  EIS 

Concerns  and  Issues  that  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS  were  also  expressed 
during  the  scoping  process.  These  issues,  and  the  reasons  they  are  not 
included  in  this  EIS,  are  identified  below.  In  general,  issues  were  determined  to 
be  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS  if  they  were  either  not  significant  or  if  they  have 
been  or  are  being  addressed  by  other  surveys  and  studies. 

Installation  Restoration  Program  -  The  Air  Force  is  currently  conducting  an 
Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  that  defines  and  Implements  the 
necessary  procedures  for  the  remediation  of  hazardous  materials  releases  at 
Chanute  AFB.  The  IRP  is  a  separate  process  being  conducted  concurrently 
with  the  artalysis  of  the  disposal  and  reuse  EIS;  final  assessments  and  findings 
of  the  IRP  are  not  yet  completed.  Consideration  of  IRP  management  and 
analysis  procedures  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS;  however,  IRP  issues  are 
discussed  herein  to  provide  a  baseline  for  the  affected  environment. 

Socioeconomics  -  Effects  upon  the  physical  or  natural  environment  as  a  result 
of  potential  changes  In  certain  socioeconomic  factors  that  are  associated  with 
or  caused  by  the  disposal  and  subsequent  reuse  of  the  base  are  addressed 
within  this  EIS.  Other  socioeconomic  issues,  such  as  the  region’s  employment 
base,  school  budgets,  municipal/state  tax  revenues,  municipal  land  planning, 
medical  care  for  military  retirees,  and  dependents,  local  governments  and 
senrices,  real  estate,  and  economic  effects  on  utility  systems  and  specific 
businesses  are  beyond  the  scope  of  NEPA  and  CEO  requirements.  Analysis  of 
impacts  associated  with  these  issues  is  provided  in  the  Socioeconomic  Impact 
Analysis  Study,  that  public  document  will  also  support  the  base  reuse 
decision-making  process.  The  environmental  impact  analyses  presented  In  this 
EIS  are  based  on  the  results  of  the  socioeconomic  analyses  described  in  detail 
In  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study. 

1 .4  RELATED  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENTS 

The  environmental  documents  listed  below  have  been  prepared  separately  and 
address  environmental  issues  at  Chanute  AFB.  These  documents  provided 
supporting  information  for  the  environmental  analysis. 
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.  Environmental  Assessment  for  Disposal  and  Reuse  of  Chapman  Court, 
Chanute  AFB,  Illinois 

•  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Closure  of  Chanute  Air  Force 
Base 

•  Environmental  Assessment  for  the  Reactivation  of  Runway  18/36  at 
Chanute  AFB,  Illinois 

•  Environmental  Study  for  the  Conversion  of  345  Acres  of  Agricultural  Land 
Adjacent  and  Directly  East  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  for  Development 
and  the  Associated  Roadway  Work. 

RELEVANT  FEDERAL,  STATE.  AND  LOCAL  STATUTES,  REGULATIONS, 

AND  GUIDEUNES 

Federal,  state,  and  local  statutes,  regulations,  and  guidelines  with  which  the 
proponent  and  cooperating  agencies  must  comply  as  related  to  this  disposal 
and  reuse  EIS  are  presented  in  Table  1 .5-1 . 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


1-7 


Table  1.5-1.  Relevant  Federal,  State,  and  Local  Statutea,  Regulatlona,  and  GuMellnea 

Page  i  of  5 


Resource 

Project  Activity 

Regulation/Authortty 

Agency 

Air  Quality 

Changes  In  vehicle  traffic 
levels  or  aircraft 
operations;  changes  in 
emissions  from 
construction  activity  or  the 
establishment  or  removal 
of  any  stationary  source  of 
emissions. 

The  Qean  Air  Act, 

42  U.S.C.  §§  7401  et  seq.; 

40  C.F.R.  Parts  50-87;  III. 
Rev.Stat.  Ch.  111  1/2, 
Environmental  Protection 

Act 

U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Illinois 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Analysis  of  environmental 
Impact  of  development  or 
improvement  of  a  public 
airport. 

Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA) 

Order  S050.4a. 

U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  -  Federal 
Aviati^  Administration 

Improvement  of  a  federally 
funded  highway  project. 

23  U.S.C.  §  109 
(Standards  for  Federal  Aid 
Highways);  The  Clean  Air 
Act.  42  U.S.C.  §  7506;  Air 
Quality  Conformity  and 
Priority  Procedures  for 
use  in  Federal-Aid 

Highway  and  federally  - 
funded  Transit  Programs, 

23  C.F.R.  Part  770. 

U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  -  Federal 
Highway  Administration 

Biological 

Resources 

Consultation  regarding 
federal  or  federally 
permitted  projects  to 
impound,  divert,  or  control 
surface  waters  with  a  total 
surface  area  greater  than 

10  acres. 

Fish  and  WHdlife 
Coordination  Act, 

16  U.S.C.  §§1661  etseq. 

Department  of  interior  - 
U.S.  Fish  and  WHdiife 
Service 

Dredge  and  fill  activities  in 
jurisdictional  wetlands. 

Qean  Water  Act, 

33  U.S.C.  §§  1251  etseq.; 
Executive  Order  1 1 990 
(Protection  of  Wetlands). 

U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers; 
Illinois  Environmental 
Protection  Agency 

Activities  that  may  affect 
habitat  of  migratory  birds. 

Migratory  Bird  Treaty 

Act  16  U.S.C.  §§701  et 
seq.;  50  C.F.R.  Part  21. 

Departmern  of  Interior  - 
U.S.  Fish  and  WHdlife 
Service 

Development  in  or  over 
navigable  waters. 

The  Rivers  and  Harbors 

Act,  33  U.S.C.  §  401  et  seq. 

Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers;  U.S. 
Department  of 
Transportation 
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Table  1.5-1.  Relevant  Federal,  State,  and  Local  Statutes,  Regulations,  and  Guidelines 
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Resource 

Project  Activity 

Regulation/Authority 

Agency 

Biologicai 

Resources 

(cont’d) 

Reservoir  deveiopment 
and  stream  modification 
projects  inciuding  specific 
fish  and  wildlife  habitat 
improvements. 

Watershed  Protection  and 
Rood  Prevention  Act, 

16  U.S.C.  §§  1001  et  seq., 

33  U.S.C.  §701-1. 

U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  -  Soil 
Conservation  Service 

Transportation  programs 
or  projects  that  may 
require  the  use  of  any 
publiciy-owned  land  of  a 
public  park,  recreation 
area,  or  wildlife  or 
waterfowl  refuge  of 
national,  state,  or  local 
significance. 

Department  of 
Transportation  Act  of  1966 
49  U.S.C.  §  303(c) 

(formerly  49  U.S.C.  §  1653 
(0  (1982]) 

U.  S.  Department  of 
Transportation 

Ensuring  that  necessary 
actions  are  taken  for  the 
prevention,  control,  and 
abatement  of 
environmental  pollution 
from  federal  facilities  and 
activities  under  the  control 
of  the  agency. 

Executive  Order  12088 
(Federal  Compliance  with 
Poliution  Control 

Standards). 

Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force 

Project  activities  that  may 
affect  Illinois-listed 
endangered  and 
threatened  species. 

Illinois  Endangered 

Species  Protection  Act  of 
1972,  as  amended  (III. 

Rev.  Stat.  Ch.8,  para  341 
[1972]);  Illinois  Executive 
Order  No.  7  (1985), 
Protection  of  Endangered 
Species  and  Natural  Areas. 

Illinois  Department  of 
Conservation 

Project  activities  that  may 
affect  wetlands. 

Interagency  Wetland 

Policy  Act  of  1989,  III.  Rev. 
Stat.  Ch.  96-1/2,  para. 

9701-1  et  seq.  (1989) 

Illinois  Department  of 
Conservation 

Culturai 

Resources 

Project  activities  that  may 
affect  properties  with 
archaeological,  historic, 
architectural,  or  cultural 
value  that  are  listed  or 
eligible  for  listing  In  the 
National  Register  of 

Historic  Places. 

Historic  Sites  Act, 

16  U.S.C.  §§  461  et  seq.; 
National  Historic 
Preservation  Act, 

16  U.S.C.  §§  470  et  seq.; 
Protection  of  Historic  and 
Cultural  Properties, 

36  C.F.R.  Part  800; 

National  Register  of 

Historic  Places,  36  C.F.R. 
Part  60; 

Department  of  Interior  - 
National  Park  Service; 
Advisory  Council  on 

Historic  Preservation- 
lllinois  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office 
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Resource 

Project  Activity 

Reguiation/Authority 

Agency 

Cultural 

Resources 

(cont’d) 

Illinois  Historic 

Preservation  Act  of  1976, 

III.  Rev.  Stat  Ch.  127  §§ 

133  d1  seq.;  State 

Agency  Historic  Resource 
Preservation  Act,  III.  Rev. 
Stat.  Ch.  127  §  133  c  21  et 
seq.;  Determinations  of 
Eligibility  for  Inclusion  in 
the  NRHP,  36  C.F.R.  Part 

63;  The  Secretary  of  the 
Interior's  Standards  for 
Historic  Preservation 
Projects,  36  C.F.R.  Part  68 
(Executive  Order  11593). 

Transportation  programs 
or  projects  that  will  require 
the  use  of  or  have 
significant  Impacts  on  land 
of  an  historic  site  of 
national,  state,  or  local 
significance. 

Department  of 
Transportation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-670), 

49  U.S.C.  303,  Section  4(f). 

U.S  Department  of 
Transportation 

Land  Use 

Disposal  of  dwellings. 

McKinney  Homeless 
Assistance  Act,  42 

U.S.C.  §11411. 

Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  - 
Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services 

Conveyance  of  federal 
properties  comprising 
Chanute  AFB. 

Federal  Property 
Administrative  Services 

Act ,  40  U.S.C.  §  471  et 
seq.;  Base  Closure  and 
Realignment  Act  of  1988, 
Pub.  L  No.  100-526. 

U.S.  Environmental 

Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force 

Reuse  of  Chanute  AFB 
property. 

Village  of  Rantoul  Zoning 
Ordinance,  1991. 

Village  of  Rantoul 

Control  of  height  of 
objects  around  an  airport. 

14  C.F.R.  Part  77 

U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  -  Federal 
Aviation  Administration 
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Resource 

Project  Activity 

Regulation/Authority 

Agency 

Soils 

Purchase  and 
development  of 
agricultural  land  adjacent 
to  Chanute  AFB  for  project 
purposes. 

Farnniartd  Protection 

Policy  Act.  7  U.S.C.§§ 

4201  et  seq.;  Farmland 
Preservation  Act,  III.  Rev. 
Stat..Ch.S.  §§1301  et 
seq.;  Illinois  Executive 

Order  No.  4  (1980), 
Preservation  of  Illinois 
Farmland 

U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  -  Soil 
Conservation  Service; 

Illinois  Department  of 
Agriculture 

Airport  construction 
activities  that  may  affect  air 
and  water  quality  as  a 
result  of  soU  erosion. 

Federal  Aviation 
Administration  Advisory 
Circiter  150/5370-10, 
standards  for  specifying 
construction  of  airports 

U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  -  Federal 
Aviation  Administration 

Transportation 

Aviation  safety  and  noise 
abatement. 

Fedeml  Aviation 

Regulation,  Part  150. 

U.  S.  Department  of 
Transportation  -  Federal 
Aviation  Administration 

Waste 

Management 

Remediation  of  past 
discharges  of  h^rdous 
substances. 

Comprehensive 
Envlrortmental  Response, 
Compensation  and 

Liability  Act,  42  U.S.C.  §  § 
960let  seq.;  Executive 
Order  12580  (Superfund 
Implementation);  III.  Rev. 
StatCh.  Ill  1/2, 
Environmental  Protection 
Act 

General  Services 
Administration  -  U.S.  Air 
Force;  Illinois 

Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Generation  and  temporary 
storage  of  hazardous 
substances. 

Resource  Conservation 
and  Recovery  Act,  42 

U.S.C.  §§  6901  et  seq. 

U.S.  Environmental 

Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force;  Illinois 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Identification  of 
asbestos-containing 
materteUs  in  base  facilities. 

Air  Force  Policy; 
Management  of  Asbestos 
at  Closing  Bases. 

Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force 

Disposal  of  pesticides  and 
pesticide  containers. 

Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide  and 

Rodenticide  Act,  7  U.S.C. 

§§  136  et  seq. 

U.S.  Environmental 

Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force 
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Reaource 

Project  Activity 

Regulation/Authority 

Agency 

Waste 

Management 

(Cont’d) 

Closure  of  underground 
storage  tanks. 

Resource  Conservation 
and  Recovery  Act, 

42  U.S.C.  §§  6991  -6991i. 

U.S.  EnvironmentaJ 
Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force 

Location  of 
PCB-contaminated 
electrical  equipment. 

PCS  Transformer  Fire 

Rule,  50  Fed.  Reg.  29, 177. 

Illinois  Fire  Marshall 

Water 

Resources 

Establishment  of  safe 
water  regulations  and 
maximum  contaminant 
levels  applicable,  with 
minor  exceptions,  to 
public  systems. 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Act 
(Public  Law  95-523),  as 
amended,  Subchapter  XII, 
Safety  of  Public  Water 
Systems,  Part  B. 

U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency 

Discharge  of  wastewater. 

Clean  Water  Act,  33 

U.S.C.  §§  1251  et  seq.; 

The  National  Pollution 
Elimination  Discharge 
System,  40  C.F.R.  Part 

122;  III.  Rev.  Stat.  Ch.  11 

1/2,  Title  X.  Environmental 
Protection  Act-Permits. 

U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency; 
Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Air  Force;  Illinois 
Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

Discharge  of  dredge  or  fill 
material  into  waters  of  the 
United  States. 

Clean  Water  Act,  33  U.S.C 
§  §  1251  et  seq.;  40  C.F.R. 
Part  230. 

Department  of  Defense  - 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers 

CHAPTER  2 
ALTERNATIVES  INCLUDING  THE 

PROPOSED  ACTION 


2.0  ALTERNATIVES  INCLUDING  THE  PROPOSED  ACTION 


This  section  describes  the  Proposed  Action,  reasonable  alternatives  to  the 
Proposed  Action,  arxt  the  No-Action  Alternative.  In  addition,  potential  federal 
transfers  of  Chanute  AFB  properties  and  facilities  from  the  DOD  to  other  federal 
agencies  are  described.  Other  alternatives  that  were  identified  but  eliminated 
from  further  consideration  because  they  were  unreasonable  arc  briefly 
described.  The  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alterr^tives  are  summarized  in  table  form. 

2.1  INTRODUCTION 

The  BCRA  legislates  the  delegation  of  federal  authority  and  consultative 
requirements.  Federal  property  management  regulations  address  disposal 
methods  associated  with  base  closure.  Permissible  disposal  methods  include 
transfer  to  another  federal  agency,  public  benefit  conveyance  to  an  eligible 
agency,  negotiated  sale  to  state  or  local  government,  and  public  sale  by  auction 
or  sealed  bid.  Because  these  disposal  methods  are  valid  in  the  disposal  of 
Chanute  AFB  either  in  its  entirety  or  in  some  form  of  parcelization,  it  is  possible 
that  different  methods  of  disposal  will  be  assigned  to  different  parcels  on 
Chanute  AFB. 

Current  provisions  of  the  BCRA  require  that  the  Air  Force  first  notify  other  DOD 
departments  that  Chanute  AFB  is  scheduled  for  disposal.  Any  proposals  from 
other  DOD  departments  for  the  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  property  are  given  priority 
consideration,  if  the  proposer  is  willing  to  pay.  As  part  of  the  McKinney  Act 
(Public  Law  100-77),  the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
determines  the  suitability  of  excess  buildings  and  other  land  for  use  by  homeless 
assistance  providers.  Subsequently,  the  property  will  be  made  available  to 
federal,  state,  and  local  agencies  and  the  public. 

2.2  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION 

The  State  of  Illinois  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul  are  responsible  for  planning  the 
future  use  of  the  disposed  property  at  Chanute  AFB.  The  IDOT  has  the 
responsibility  to  coordinate  the  redevelopment  efforts  of  Chanute  AFB  as 
charged  by  Governor  Jim  Edgar  and  former  Governor  James  R.  Thompson. 

The  Village  of  Rantoul  contracted  with  the  Urban  Land  Institute  (UU);  Crawford, 
Murphy,  and  Tilly,  (CMT)  Incorporated;  and  EDAW,  Incorporated  to  prepare 
studies  of  alternative  ways  that  Chanute  AFB  could  be  converted  to  civilian  use. 
The  consulting  teams,  in  conjunction  with  the  local  community  and  state  and 
federal  agencies,  identified  various  area-specific  land  uses  that  could  be 
developed  on  the  Chanute  AFB  property.  The  IDOT  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul 
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combined  the  features  and  Ideas  of  the  three  studies  into  a  single  Integrated  land 
use  concept,  the  Integrated  Concept  Plan.  The  Air  Force  has  Included  this  plan 
in  the  EIS  as  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  purpose  of  analyzing  potential 
environmental  Impacts  of  incident  reuse. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action  (Figure  2.2-1),  the  existing  aviation  technical  training 
resources  of  Chanute  AFB  wodd  be  used  to  develop  aviation-related  land  uses 
as  well  as  non-aviation  areas.  The  FAA,  in  the  National  Plan  of  Integrated  Airport 
Systems  (NPIAS),  identified  Rantoul  as  an  area  requiring  the  development  of 
general  aviation  facilities.  In  1976,  the  Illinois  State  Airport  System  Plan  also 
identified  Rantoul  as  an  area  for  possible  development  of  general  aviation 
faculties.  In  the  NPIAS  of  1990,  the  FAA  designated  Chanute  Airfield  as  a  general 
aviation  reliever  for  O’Hare  international  Airport  (Apperxlix  E).  The  Proposed 
Action  would  enhance  the  aviation  capacity  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  particularly 
east-central  Illinois.  Phase  II  of  the  Airport  Layout  Plan  for  Chanute  AFB  has 
been  prepared  and  submitted  for  approval.  This  plan,  which  Is  required  by  the 
FAA  for  federally  funded  public-use  airports,  identifies  the  airport  requirements 
and  describes  the  proposed  runways,  taxlways,  and  other  facilities. 

The  goal  of  the  Proposed  Action  is  the  maximum  reuse  of  the  existing  facilities 
arxj  infrastructure  at  Chanute  AFB  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  in  a  short  time 
period.  The  primary  land  uses  Include  major  aircraft  maintenance  operations,  an 
educational  campus,  and  a  hospital/life-care  facility.  Components  of  the 
Proposed  Action  IrKlude  expansion  of  an  existing  airfield  to  a  10,000-foot 
primary  runway  and  one  5,000-foot  cross-wind  runway;  aviation  support  areas 
with  capabilities  to  support  major  aircraft  maintenance/xraining  operations,  air 
cargo  operations,  and  minor  gerxeral  aviation  operations;  education  and  training 
areas;  medical;  Industrial;  commercial;  recreation;  and  residential  areas.  The 
total  acreage  of  each  land  use  category  is  shown  in  Table  2.2-1 .  Off-base 
property  acquisition  needs  are  discussed  in  the  applicable  land  use  category 
descriptions  below. 

2.2.1  Airfield 

This  land  use  zone  includes  a  total  area  of  785  acres  (ail  acreages  used  in  this 
document  are  approximate).  The  airfield  includes  the  runways,  taxlways,  parking 
aprons,  and  navigational  aids  required  for  general  aviation  purposes.  The  airfield 
would  be  used  by  a  variety  of  aircraft  to  support  several  aviation-related 
operations  such  as  major  aircraft  maintenance  operations,  air  cargo  operations, 
and  minor  gerxerai  aviation  operations.  New  aircraft  maintenance  operations 
would  support  the  growing  demand  for  aircraft  maintenance  in  the  airline 
industry.  Air  cargo  operations  would  provide  timely  support  In  production 
requirements  for  existing  irxlustrtes  as  well  as  potential  new  industries  in 
east-central  Illinois. 
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Integrated 
Concept  Ran 
(Proposed  Action) 


Tabla  2.2-1.  Land  Uaa  Acreage  -  Propoeed  Action 

Acreage 


Base  Property 

■  Airfield  554 

Aviation  Support  609 

InstKutionai  (Education/T  raining)  1 61 

industriai  33 

institutional  (Medical)  40 

Commercial  34 

Recreation  405 

Residential  285 

Subtotal  2,121 

Off-Base  Property 

Airfield  •  acquisition  231 

Airfield  •  avigatior^  easements  20 

Aviation  Support  -  acquisition  345 

Subtotal  596 

TOTAL  2,717 


As  part  of  the  airport-related  activities,  a  preliminary  airport  layout  plan  has  been 
developed  (Hanson  Burke.  Inc.,  no  date).  The  runway  orientation  on  the  Airport 
Layout  Plan  uses  the  existing  runway  layout  at  Chanute  AFB.  Much  of  the 
needed  pavement  already  exists.  Other  orientations  were  considered  but 
dismissed  because  they  would  have  similar  or  greater  adverse  impacts,  and 
additional  feciiities  would  probably  have  to  be  relocated.  Under  the  proposed 
layout,  no  residences  would  be  In  areas  exposed  to  day-night  noise  levels  (DNL) 
of  65  decibels  (dB)  or  greater;  therefore,  significant  noise  Impacts  would  not  be 
anticipated.  The  proposed  layout  would  not  require  dredge  and  fill  activities 
within  wetlands.  The  airport  layout  plan  (Rgure  2.2-2),  which  Is  required  for 
federally  funded  public-use  airports,  must  be  approved  by  the  lOOT,  under  the 
State  Block  Grant  program.  Detailed  airfield  improvemerrts  are  discussed  below. 
The  airport  boundary  shown  in  the  airport  layout  plan  may  differ  from  the 
aviation-related  land  use  bourxfarles  shown  In  Figure  2.2-1 .  The  airport 
boundary  in  the  airport  iayout  plan  includes  land  with  direct  aeronautical-related 
uses  and  surrounding  lands  of  sufficient  size  to  produce  revenue  capable  of 
keeping  the  airport  financially  self-sustaining.  The  airport  boundary  has  yet  to  be 
finalized,  but  the  location  of  the  boundary  will  not  affect  the  environmental 
impact  analysis. 

Real  estate  interests  for  231  acres  off  base  east  of  Runway  9/27  (the  east-west 
runway)  would  have  to  be  acquired  to  accomrrxxlate  the  mnway  expansion  and 
navigational  aids.  Avigatior^  easement  agreements  for  20  acres  of  off-base  land 
north  of  Runway  18/36  (the  north-south  runway)  would  be  required  to 
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accommodate  the  runway  protection  zones.  Another  2  acres  would  be  required 
on  base  outside  of  the  aviation-reiated  land  use  zones  (primarily  in  the 
pubiic/recreation  lar)d  use  zone)  to  accommodate  avigatlonal  easements  for  the 
runway  protection  zone  at  the  end  of  Runway  1 8. 


The  following  airfield  improvements  would  be  performed  to  meet  the  airfield 
requirements  established  in  FAA  Advisory  Circular  530-13  for  airports  and  to 
meet  the  requirements  for  aircraft  maintenance  and  air  cargo  operations: 

■  Reconstruct,  strengthen,  and  commission  the  existing  6,300-foot  by 
150-foot  Runway  9/27.  This  action  includes  reconstruction  of  the  existing 
Inpavement  drainage  system. 

•  Construct  a  3,700-foot  by  1 50-foot  extension  to  Runway  9/27  to  the  east 
for  a  total  runway  dimension  of  10,000  feet  by  150  feet. 

.  Reconstruct,  strengthen,  and  commission  the  southern  4,700-foot  by 
1 50-foot  portion  of  Runway  1 8/36.  Construct  a  300-foot  by  1 50-foot 
extension  to  the  southern  end  of  Runway  1 8/36  for  a  total  runvray 
dimension  of  5,000  feet  by  150  feet. 

•  Install  High  Intensity  Runway  Lights  (HIRL)  along  the  full  length  of  Runway 
9/27. 

•  Install  Medium  Intensity  Runway  Lights  (MIRL)  along  the  full  length  of 
Runway  18/36. 

•  Install  Medium  Intensity  Taxiway  Lights  (MITL)  along  all  proposed  taxiways. 

•  Construct  a  new  parallel  and  connecting  taxiway  for  the  full  length  of 
Runway  9/27.  This  action  lrK:iudes  reconstruction  and  strength^lng  of  the 
existing  partial  parallel  taxiway. 

•  Construct  a  new  parallel  and  connecting  taxiway  for  the  full  length  of 
Runway  18/36.  This  action  includes  reconstruction  and  strengthening  of 
portions  of  the  existing  ramp  to  be  used  as  a  taxiway/taxilane. 

•  Construct  a  partial  parallel  taxiway  for  the  proposed  southwest  quadrant. 

•  Reconstruct  a  connecting  taxiway  from  Runway  9/27  to  Runway  1 8/36 
using  the  deactivated  Runway  13/31  pavement 

•  Remove  pavement  of  the  deactivated  Runways  13/31  and  5/23  and  a 
previous  connecting  taxiway. 

•  Develop  a  new  northeast  frontal  area  for  use  as  an  airline  maintenance 
facility. 

•  Develop  a  new  southwest  frontal  area  for  airline  maintenance  and 
education  (post-2014). 

•  Install  an  approach  light  system  with  sequenced  flashing  lights  (ALSF-II) 
on  both  ends  of  Rurrway  9/27. 

•  Install  a  precision  Category  II ILS  including  Localizer  and  Glide  Slope 
facilities  for  both  ends  of  Runway  9/27. 

•  Install  an  Airport  Rotating  Beacon,  Runway  End  Identifier  Lights.  (REIL), 
Apron  Lighting,  Visual  Approach  Descent  Indicators  (VADI),  and  Wind 
Cor>e  and  Segmented  Circle. 

•  Install  a  Runway  Visual  Range  (RVR)  at  the  three  positions  for  touch  down, 
mid-point,  and  roH-out  for  both  ends  of  Runway  9/27. 

•  Install  an  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  (ATCT)  (if  identified  as  a  requirement  in 
an  Airspace  Determination  Analysis). 

•  Construct  an  Aircraft  Rescue  and  Fire  Fighting  facflity  to  be  dedicated  to 
the  airfield. 
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In  addition  to  the  above-mentioned  airfield  Improvements,  a  runway  compass 
locator  outer  marker  would  have  to  be  constructed.  This  marker  is  a  critical 
component  of  the  ILS  that  Is  located  4  to  7  nautical  miles  from  the  threshold  of 
the  ILS  runway  (Runway  9/27).  The  outer  marker  is  a  low-powered  transmitter 
that  provides  a  nondirectional  signal  used  for  directional  guidance  to  the  initial 
segment  of  the  ILS  approach  as  well  as  a  signal  that  activates  aural  and  visual 
indicators  in  the  aircraft  for  guidance  In  the  final  approach.  The  outer  marker 
plot  is  approximately  1 80  by  60  feet,  Including  access  road  and  easement.  The 
device  consists  of  an  antenna  mounted  on  a  wood  pole  with  a  prefabricated 
equipment  shelter  and  battery  standby  power.  All  equipment  is  enclosed  within 
a  7-foot  chain  link  fence. 

The  exact  site  of  the  outer  n^rker  for  the  ILS  runway  under  the  Proposed  Action 
has  not  yet  been  selected.  It  will  likely  be  situated  on  private  property,  probably 
agricultural  land.  A  real  estate  interest  would  be  acquired  for  this  land.  The 
FAA/IOOT  will  corxJuct  an  environmental  survey  as  part  of  the  siting  process  to 
avoid  potential  environmental  impacts  resulting  from  construction  of  the  marker. 

Peak  construction  activity  for  airfield  infrastructure  is  planned  for  the  year  1992. 
Concrete  rubble  generated  during  airfield  reconstruction  would  be  recycled  for 
use  as  subgrade  for  new  runway  construction.  An  on-site  batch  plant  would 
provide  corK:rete  for  the  runway  construction. 

The  airfield  is  estimated  to  be  fully  operational  by  1994.  Right  operations 
(take-off  or  landing)  would  primarily  utilize  Runway  9/27;  Runway  18/36  would  be 
used  for  general  aviation  operations  only  during  adverse  weather  coixiitions. 
Table  2.2-2  shows  the  projected  types  of  aircraft  and  the  estimated  frequency  of 
each  type  of  flight  operation  activity  from  1994  to  2014. 

Approximately  20  percent  of  the  maintenance  and  air  cargo  flight  operations 
would  likely  take  place  between  7  a.m.  and  10  p.m.,  and  80  percent  would  likely 
occur  between  10  p.m.  and  7  a.m.  Approximately  95  percent  of  general  aviation 
operations  would  occur  b^een  7  a.m.  and  10  p.m.  It  Is  anticipated  that 
approximately  20  employees  would  be  needed  to  support  the  operational, 
mairtenance,  safety,  and  security-related  airport  requirements  (Pan  Am 
Management  Systems,  Inc.,  1990). 

The  airfield  would  likely  be  conveyed  to  a  municipal  airport  authority,  who  would 
manage  the  development  and  operations  of  the  airfield  in  accordance  with  FAA 
and  state  aviation  statutes. 

2.2.2  Aviation  Support 

The  aviation  support  land  use  zone  covers  955  acres.  This  area  includes 
approximately  1 .8  million  square  feet  of  usable  building  space  for 
aviatiorvsupport  activities.  The  existing  facilities  indude  hangars. 
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Tabic  2.2-2.  Projactad  Flight  Oparationa  -  Propoaad  Action 


Year 

ReetMix 

Annual  Operations 

1994 

Major  Maintenance 

45%  B-737-300 

45%  B-757-200 

5%  B-767-200 

5%  B-747-400 

1,600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  DC-9-30 

730 

General  Aviation 

69%  Single  Engine 

16%  Multi  Engine 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

TOTAL 

6,940 

1,600 

730 

730 

12,330 

1999 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-727-200 
(Re-engined  Stage  III) 

730 

General  Aviation 

66%  Single  Engine 

19%  Multi  Engine 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

TOTAL 

9,900 

2,850 

1,200 

1,095 

18,375 

2004 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-757-200 

730 

General  Aviation 

63%  Single  Engine 

20%  Multi  Engine 

9%  Turbo  Prop 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

TOTAL 

10,710 

3,400 

1,520 

1,460 

20,420 

2014 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

Same  as  2004 

1,460 

General  Aviation 

61%  Single  Engine 

21%  Multi  Engine 

10%  Turbo  Prop 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

TOTAL 

11,468 

3,948 

1,880 

1,504 

22,860 
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administrative/office  buildings,  aircraft  maintenanceAraining  classrooms  and 
laboratories,  warehouses,  a  fire  training  complex,  jet-engine  repair  facilities,  and 
meteorological/weather  training  facilities.  These  facilities  could  potentially 
support  such  land  uses  as  commercial  aircraft  maintenance  operations; 
technician  certification  training;  civilian/military  air  rescue,  fire  fighting,  and 
security  training;  emergency  response;  aviation  training;  minimal  general  aviation 
support;  and  small  commercial  air  cargo  operations.  It  is  not  anticipated  that  the 
aviation  support  areas  would  become  a  high-volume  fixed  base  of  operations  for 
general  aviation  because  there  is  a  general  aviation  facility  near  Champaign- 
Urbana,  approximately  20  miles  south  of  Rantoul.  Acquisition  of  345  acres  of 
off-base  property  adjacent  to  the  east  installation  boundary  would  be  required  to 
accommodate  the  growth  and  development  of  future  aviation  maintenance 
facilities  and  ancillary  facilities. 

The  aviation  support  area  In  the  southwest  portion  of  the  base  currently  contains 
administrative  buildings  and  mobile  homes.  The  mobile  homes  will  be  removed 
by  the  owners  prior  to  base  closure.  Additional  development  to  support  aviation 
activities  may  take  place  in  this  area  after  the  year  201 4.  The  southeast  aviation 
support  area  currently  contains  several  jet  fuel  training  facilities  as  well  as 
storage  facilities  (originally  constructed  as  jet-engine  test  cells).  It  is  anticipated 
that  the  jet  fuel  training  facilities  will  be  used  for  training  (e.g.,  aviation  training 
and  technician  training)  within  the  next  20  years.  The  test  cells  and  open  areas 
in  the  southeast  area  are  not  anticipated  to  be  utilized  until  after  the  year  2014. 

Demolition  and/or  renovation  of  some  existing  facilities,  as  well  as  construction 
of  new  facilities,  would  likely  be  required  to  meet  aviation  support  operational 
requirements.  The  existing  firing  range  may  have  to  be  closed  to  be  compatible 
with  the  aviation-related  land  uses.  Some  of  these  activities  may  begin  prior  to 
base  closure. 

New  construction  anticipated  within  20  years  of  closure  Includes  upgrading  of 
on-base  ancillary  facilities,  widening  of  existing  roadways,  and  construction  of  a 
major  aircraft  maintenance  facility  In  the  off-base  acquisition  area  east  of  the 
base.  The  new  major  maintenance  facilities  would  include  approximately 
1 .5  million  square  feet  of  building  space  to  support  maintenance  operations  and 
approximately  1 .3  million  square  feet  of  vehicle  parking  facilities.  The 
maintenance  facility  would  likely  be  1 10  feet  high.  A  Hush  House  may  also  be 
constructed  to  perform  engine  run-ups  required  during  maintenance  operations. 
Construction  of  the  maintenance  facilities  would  likely  be  initiated  before  base 
closure  and  be  completed  soon  after  base  closure. 

Auxiliary  parking  and  road  upgrades  would  be  needed  to  support  the  increased 
traffic  generated  by  employees  and  students.  Figure  2.2-1  shows  the  anticipated 
locations  of  road  improvements.  Local  and  state  roadway  improvements  would 
include  the  following: 
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•  improve  less  than  1  mile  of  U  S.  136  to  five  lanes  north  of  Township  Road 
1800  East  (rR234A) 

•  Improve  Township  Road  1800  East  to  provide  access  to  the  off-base 
extension  area 

•  Improve  Eagle  Drive  to  a  four-lane  roadway 

•  Improve  the  north  boundary  road  to  provide  access  to  the  base  and 
off-base  property. 

In  addition,  the  following  roadway  closures  and  relocations  would  be  performed; 

•  Close  a  portion  of  Old  Main  Road  that  traverses  the  runway  object-free 
area  for  Runway  18/36 

•  Close  and  relocate  a  portion  of  Township  Road  1 800  East  around  the 
proposed  off-base  extension  areas 

•  Close  an  east-west  roadway  that  traverses  the  off-base  extension  area. 

These  roadway  improvements  and  relocations  would  require  establishment  of 
rights-of-way  (ROWs)  and  road  expansion. 

The  aviation  support  land  use  area  would  accommodate  a  variety  of  uses  within 
the  existing  and  new  building  space.  These  uses  would  include  maintenance 
operations,  small  air  cargo  operatbns,  small  general  aviatbn-related  and  airport 
operations,  aviation-related  training  activities  (classrooms  and  laboratories),  and 
administrative/office  usage.  Additional  training  and  educational  uses  (i.e., 
aviation-related  technical,  air  rescue,  and  emergency  response  training)  would 
be  developed  in  the  aviation  support  land  use  zone.  Assuming  the  maximum 
reuse  of  facilities,  most  of  the  building  space  would  be  fully  operational  within 
5  years  after  closure. 

In  addition  to  the  airfield,  a  portion  of  the  aviation  support  land  use  zones  would 
likely  be  conveyed  to  a  municipal  airport  authority,  who  would  manage  the 
development  and  operations  of  the  aviation  support  area  in  accordance  with  the 
FAA  and  the  state's  aviation  and  development  statutes. 

2.2.3  Institutional  (Education/Training) 

The  education/training  land  use  zone  covers  161  acres.  This  area  includes 
approximately  2  million  square  feet  of  usable  building  space  to  support 
educationAraining  land  uses.  The  existing  facNities  include  classrooms  and 
laboratories,  administrative  and  office  space,  several  commercial  facilities,  and 
dormitories.  These  facilities  could  potentially  support  a  variety  of 
educationAraining  land  uses,  including  the  following: 

•  Higher  education  campus 

•  Pilot  training 

•  Automotive  training 

•  General  education 

•  Weather  training. 
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Some  existing  facHities  would  likely  have  to  be  renovated  or  demolished  to 
support  the  educationAraining  land  uses.  Most  of  the  existing  facilities  are  either 
presently  used  for  student  training  or  could  be  converted  to  Institutional  uses 
with  minor  alterations.  Demolition  and  renovations  would  likely  be  phased  over 
several  years  to  meet  user  demands. 

Because  of  the  density  and  layout  of  existing  facilities  in  this  land  use  category, 
no  new  facility  construction  is  anticipated.  In  addition,  It  Is  likely  that  sufficient 
building  space  exists  to  meet  future  educational  and  training  classroom 
demands  within  20  years  after  base  closure.  Auxiliary  parking  may  be  needed  to 
support  the  increased  parking  requirements  and  traffic  generated  by  employees 
and  students. 

The  existing  usable  building  space  could  potentially  support  a  variety  of 
educational  and  training  land  uses,  ranging  from  classroom  education  to 
vocational  and  light  industrial  training.  Most  building  space  would  be  fully 
operational  within  10  years  of  base  closure. 

2.2.4  Industrial 

The  industrial  land  use  zone  covers  33  acres  of  existing  open  land.  The  only 
development  in  this  area  within  20  years  after  closure  that  is  considered  under 
the  Proposed  Action  is  a  baffled  firing  range  to  support  educationAraining  and 
aviation  activities  (i.e.,  police  training,  airport  security  training).  It  Is  likely  that 
small  arms  ordnance  would  be  stored  at  this  facility.  Construction  of  the  new 
baffled  firing  range  may  be  completed  soon  after  base  closure,  and  operations 
could  begin  as  early  as  1994. 

2.2.5  Institutional  (Medical) 

The  medical  land  use  zone  covers  40  acres.  This  area  includes  a  hospital,  dental 
dinic,  and  a  daycare  center.  The  land  area  could  potentially  support  civilian 
life-care,  child  care,  and  medical  researchAraining  bcHitles.  The  existing  hospital 
and  child  care  facHlty  are  In  good  condition  and  are  capable  of  supporting 
civilian  use  with  minimal  reconstruction  or  renovation.  No  new  construction  is 
antidpated. 

2.2.6  Commercial 

The  proposed  commercial  land  use  zone  covers  34  acres.  This  area  Indudes 
approximately  41 ,000  square  feet  of  usable  building  space  for  commercial  use. 
The  usable  existing  facilities  indude  a  cold  storage  warehouse,  a  gas  station, 
and  a  computer  center.  The  area  also  indudes  an  electric  substation  and  two 
water  towers  that  serve  the  base.  A  variety  of  uses  could  be  developed  to 
accommodate  the  service/retal  and  office  needs  of  the  large  number  of  people 
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projected  to  be  employed  in  the  area.  These  uses  could  include  banks,  dry 
cleaners,  restaurants,  cold  storage,  personal  services,  and  offices. 

Demolition  and  new  construction  would  likely  be  required  in  this  land  use  zone  to 
meet  commercial  use  demarxfs.  Existing  buildings  that  could  not  support 
commercial  use  would  be  demolished  as  needed  within  5  years  after  base 
closure.  The  area  could  support  up  to  approximately  138,000  square  feet  of  new 
facility  construction  for  retaii/services  (e.g.,  restaurant,  banks)  and 
266,000  square  feet  of  associated  parking.  The  construction  would  take  place  as 
needed  over  the  10  years  after  dosure. 

The  commercial  land  use  zone  would  support  a  variety  of  land  uses  within  the 
41 ,000  square  feet  of  existing  building  space  and  138,000  square  feet  of  new 
building  space.  Assuming  maximum  reuse,  most  of  the  existing  buildings  would 
be  fully  operational  within  5  years  after  dosure.  The  138,000  square  feet  of  new 
buHding  space  would  be  fully  utHized  within  15  years  after  dosure. 

2.2.7  Recreation/Open  Space 

The  proposed  recreation/open  space  land  use  zone  covers  405  acres.  This  area 
indudes  approxinrtately  1 18,000  square  feet  of  usable  building  space  for 
recreation.  The  existing  facilities  indude  a  youth  center,  gymnasium,  arts  and 
crafts  center,  chapel,  and  other  recreational  support  facilities.  The  larvj  use  zone 
also  indudes  the  parade  grourxfs,  the  static  aircraft  display  area,  the  golf  course, 
and  Heritage  Lake. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  existing  open  spaces  and  recreational  areas 
would  be  retained  for  civilian  use.  These  recreation/open  space  areas  would 
provide  active  and  passive  recreation  use  for  the  community  and  tourists  to 
Rantoul.  The  open  spaces  are  planned  to  provide  a  buffer  zone  between  the 
various  land  uses,  where  necessary. 

It  is  anticipated  that  minor  renovation  would  be  required  to  convert  the  existing 
facilities  to  civilian  use.  Construction  of  new  support  facilities  may  be  required 
for  the  development  of  an  Air  Museum  and  potential  expansion  of  the  outdoor 
static  aircraft  display  area.  Construction  is  estimated  to  be  completed  within  5 
years  of  closure;  rer>ovation  and  demolition  is  anticipated  to  be  completed  within 
20  years  of  base  closure. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  will  evaluate  the  inclusion  of  several  portions  of 
the  recreation  land  zones  in  public  recreational  areas  and  open  areas.  The 
boundaries  have  rxx  been  finalized,  but  the  locations  will  not  affect  the 
environmental  impact  analysis. 
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2.2.8  Residential 


The  proposed  residential  zones  include  the  three  existing  on-base  housing 
areas,  apartments  artd  hotels,  the  Officer's  Gub,  non-residentiai  storage  facilities, 
and  the  swimming  pool.  This  area  includes  1 ,288  housing  units  and 
approximately  270  hotel/apartment  units.  The  existing  housing  units  could 
provide  housing  for  new  or  existing  residents  in  Rantoul,  or  could  provide 
housing  for  low-income  residents  or  for  the  homeless. 

It  Is  anticipated  that  some  alterations  to  existing  housing  units  may  be  required  in 
order  to  meet  current  housing  market  needs.  In  addition,  some  non-residentiai 
structures  that  are  within  these  areas  but  are  not  planned  for  reuse  may  have  to 
be  demolished.  It  is  assumed  that  demolition  or  alteration  of  these  structures 
would  be  completed  within  10  years  after  closure. 

2.2.9  Employment  and  Population 

The  Proposed  Action  would  generate  both  direct  Jobs  (airline  maintenance, 
educatiortal/training,  and  medical)  on  base  and  Indirect  jobs  (retail/commercial, 
recreational,  food  services,  etc.)  in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties. 

Approximately  6,050  direct  jobs  and  6,000  indirect  jobs  would  likely  be 
generated  in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties. 

Employment  increases  would  be  associated  with  population  Increases.  The 
population  In  the  Village  of  Rantoul  is  expected  to  increase  by  5,790  persons  (57 
percent)  over  the  closure  baseline  by  the  year  2014.  In  addition,  about  3,530 
students  would  enter  into  the  region  and  reside  in  existing  dormitories  or  family 
housing. 

2.2.10  Traffic  Generation 

Based  on  the  empioymerrt  and  population  projections,  average  daily  trips  to  and 
from  the  base  property  would  total  about  56,590  by  the  year  2014. 

2.2. 1 1  Utility  Requirementa 

By  2014,  the  projected  activities  and  population  increases  in  the  Village  of 
Rantoul  would  generate  the  following  increases  In  utility  demands  over  closure 
baseline  conditions: 

•  Water  -  increase  of  2.6  million  gallons  per  day  (MGD) 

•  Wastewater  -  increase  of  1 .3  MGD 

•  Solid  Waste  -  Increase  of  1 00  cubic  yards  per  day 

•  Electricity  -  increase  of  265  megawatt-hours  (MWH)  per  day 

•  Natural  Gas  -  Increase  of  1 3,925  therms  per  day 

•  Coal  -  Increase  of  80  tons  per  day. 

Utility  Improvements  would  be  required  to  provide  adequate  service  to  proposed 
new  facilities.  A  brief  description  of  required  utility  Improvements  associated  with 
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the  Proposed  Action  is  provided  below  for  each  of  the  systems  studied  in  this 
anaiysis. 

Water  Supply.  The  Rantoiri  and  Chanute  AFB  supply  systems  are 
interconnected  through  existing  pipeiines.  The  proposed  1 .5-miiiion-square-foot 
maintenance  faciiity  wouid  require  a  new  connection  to  the  existing  system.  The 
ciosest  points  of  the  existing  main  to  the  proposed  site  are  at  Chanute  APB’s 
east  gate  at  the  comer  of  Maplewood  Drive  and  Old  Main  Road,  and  on  Grove 
Avenue,  just  south  of  the  Rantoui  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant  (WWTP).  Minor 
redesign  and  reconfiguration  of  the  existing  on-base  system  would  likely  be 
required  to  accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

Wastewater.  It  Is  estimated  that  wastewater  flows  from  the  base  under  the 
Proposed  Action  would  decline  to  a  minimum  of  about  1 .3  MGD  in  1994  as  the 
base  closes  and  construction  decreases,  then  gradually  Increase  to  an  average 
of  approximately  1 .7  MGD  by  the  year  201 4.  Some  temporary  modifications  in 
the  collection  system  as  well  as  increased  maintenance  may  be  required  during 
the  period  of  reduced  flows.  The  proposed  maiirtenance  facility  in  the  aviation 
support  area  would  require  a  new  connection  to  the  existing  collection  system. 
As  with  the  water  supply  system,  some  redesign  or  reconfiguration  of  the 
existing  on-base  wastewater  collection  system  would  likely  be  required  to 
accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

Solid  Waste.  No  major  changes  associated  with  the  planned  solid  waste 
collection  and  disposal  system  would  be  anticipated  under  the  Proposed  Action. 

Energy.  The  proposed  maintenance  tacNity  would  require  new  connections  to 
the  existing  electric  and  natural  gas  distribution  systems.  Some  redesign  or 
reconfiguration  of  various  components  of  the  existing  power  and  space¬ 
heating/cooling  and  water-heating  systems  serving  Chanute  AFB  would  likely  be 
required  to  accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

2.3  DESCRIPTION  OF  ALTERNATIVES 

2.3.1  Minor  Aircraft  Mairrtenance  Operations  AKemative 

This  alternative  is  similar  to  the  Proposed  Action  in  that  it  combines  similar  types 
of  aviation  arxl  non-aviation  tarxj  uses  wfthin  the  base  properties  (Figure  2.3-1). 
The  difference  between  this  alternative  and  the  Proposed  Action  Is  In  the  size  of 
the  aircraft  maintenance  operations.  It  Is  estimated  that  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  will  require  only  up  to  2,000  employees  to 
operate  within  existing  orvbase  facilities  in  the  aviation  support  land  use  zone. 
The  size  of  this  minor  maintenance  operation  would  result  in  lower  air  traffic,  land 
acquisition  requirements,  and  population  Impacts  on  the  base  property  than 
under  to  the  Proposed  Action;  fl  would  also  relieve  the  support  service  demands 
on  the  community.  The  lower  demands  would  allow  the  support  requirements  of 
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the  proposed  reuse  development  to  be  accommodated  almost  entirely  within  the 
base  property. 

The  only  land  use  activities  and  land  use  configurations  that  would  be  different 
from  the  Propose  Action  are  the  airfield  and  aviation  support  land  use 
categories;  these  are  described  in  the  following  subsections.  The  remaining  land 
use  categories  are  as  described  for  the  Proposed  Action. 


Major  components  of  this  alternative  reuse  concept  plan  include  an  airfield  (as 
presented  for  the  Proposed  Action);  aviation  support  areas  with  capabilities  to 
support  minor  aircraft  maintenance  operations,  small  air  cargo  operations,  and 
light  general  aviation  operations;  education  and  training  areas;  medical; 
industrial;  commercial;  recreation;  and  residential  areas.  The  total  acreage  of 
each  land  use  category  is  shown  in  Table  2.3-1. 

Table  2.3-1.  Land  Use  Acreage  -  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Operations  AHemative 


Base  Property 

Acreage 

Airfield 

554 

Aviation  Support 

609 

Institutional  (EducatiorVTraining) 

161 

Industrial 

33 

Institutional  (Medical) 

40 

Commercial 

34 

Recreation 

405 

Residential 

285 

Subtotal 

2,121 

Off-Base  Property 

Airfield  -  acquisition 

231 

Airfield  •  avigationai  easements 

20 

Subtotal 

251 

TOTAL 

2,372 

As  part  of  the  airport-related  activities,  a  proposed  airport  layout  plan  would  be 
developed.  This  plan,  which  is  required  for  federally  funded  public  use  airports, 
must  be  approved  by  iOOT,  under  the  State  Block  Grant  Program.  Although  an 
airport  layout  plan  has  not  been  developed  for  this  alternative,  it  is  assumed  that 
the  airfield  layout  would  be  similar  to  that  developed  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

The  potential  airfield  configuration  is  shown  on  Figure  2.3-2.  The  airport 
boundary  as  defined  in  future  airport  layout  plans  may  differ  from  the 
aviation-related  boundaries  as  shown  in  Rgure  2.3-1.  The  airport  boundary  in 
the  airport  layout  plan  would  include  land  with  direct  aeror«utical-related  uses 
and  surrounding  lands  of  ient  size  to  produce  revenue  capable  of  keeping 
the  airport  financially  seif-*^  ning.  The  airport  boundary  has  yet  to  be  defined, 
but  the  location  of  the  bou.  ^^ary  will  not  affect  the  environmental  impact  analysis. 
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2.3. 1.1  Airfield.  This  land  use  zone  includes  a  total  area  of  785  acres.  The 
airfield  includes  the  runways,  taxlways,  parking  aprons,  and  navigational  aids 
(including  outer  markers)  required  for  general  aviation  purposes.  The  airfieid 
may  be  used  by  a  variety  of  aircraft  to  support  severai  aviation-related  operations 
such  as  minor  aircraft  maintenance  operations,  small  air  cargo  operations,  and 
minor  general  aviation  operations. 

Real  estate  interests  for  231  acres  of  adjacent  off-base  land  will  have  to  be 
acquired  to  accommodate  the  runway  expansion  and  navigational  aids. 
Avigational  easements  to  accommodate  runway  protection  zones  will  be 
required  both  on  and  off  base,  totaling  22  acres. 

Peak  construction  activity  for  airfield  infrastructure  Is  planned  for  the  year  1992. 
The  same  airfield  Improvements  described  for  the  Proposed  Action  would  be 
required  for  the  MIixk  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operation  Alternative.  As  in  the 
Proposed  Action,  MIRL,  HiRL,  MITL,  VADI,  an  Airport  Rotating  Beacon,  REIL,  and 
Apron  Lighting  visual  guidance  systems  would  be  installed.  Instead  of  the 
ALSF-ll  included  in  the  Proposed  Action,  however,  this  alternative  calls  for 
installation  of  a  Medium  Intensity  Approach  Light  System  with  Runway  Alignment 
Indicator  Lights  (MALSR)  on  both  ends  of  Runway  9/27. 

The  airfield  is  scheduled  to  be  fully  operational  by  1994.  Right  operations  would 
primarily  utilize  Runway  9/27;  Runway  18/36  would  be  used  only  during  adverse 
weather  conditions.  Table  2.3-2  shows  the  projected  types  of  aircraft  and  the 
estimated  frequency  of  each  type  of  flight  operations  activity  from  1994  to  2014. 
Approximately  20  percent  of  the  maintenance  and  air  cargo  flight  operations 
would  likely  occur  between  7  a.m.  and  10  p.m.  and  80  percent  would  likely  occur 
between  10  p.m.  and  7  a.m.  Approximately  95  percent  of  the  general  aviation 
operations  would  occur  between  7  a.m.  and  10  p.m. 

it  is  anticipated  that  about  ^  employees  would  be  required  to  support  the 
operational,  maintenance,  safety,  and  security-related  airport  requirements.  The 
airfield  would  likely  be  conveyed  to  a  municipal  airport  authority,  who  would 
manage  the  development  and  operations  of  the  airfield  in  accordance  with  the 
FAA  and  state  aviation  statutes. 

2.3. 1.2  Aviation  Support  The  aviation  support  land  use  zone  covers  609 
acres.  This  area  includes  approximately  1.8  miliion  square  feet  of  usable  building 
space  for  aviation-support  land  activities.  The  existing  facilities  include  hangars, 
administratlve/offlce  buHdings,  aircraft  maintenanceAraining  classrooms  and 
laboratories,  warehouses,  a  Are  training  complex,  jet-engine  repair  facilities,  and 
meteorological/weather  training  facilities.  These  facilities  could  potentially 
support  such  land  uses  as  mkxx  aircraft  maintenance  operations;  technician 
certification  training;  civNian/milltary  air  rescue,  fire  fighting,  and  security  training; 
emergency  response  aviation  training;  minimal  general  aviation  support;  and 
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Tabl«  2.3-2.  Projected  Flight  Operetione  -  Minor  Aircreft  Meintenence 

Operetiona  AHerruitiva 


Year 

Operation 

Reet  Mix 

Annual  Operations 

1994 

Maintenance 

45%  B-737-300 

45%  B-757-200 

300 

5%  B-767-200 

5%  B-747-400 

Air  Cargo 

100%  DC-9-30 

730 

Generai  Aviation 

69%  Single  Engine 

6,940 

16%  Multi  Engine 

1,600 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

730 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

730 

TOTAL 

11,030 

1999 

Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

500 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-727-200 

730 

(Re-engIned  Stage  III) 

Generai  Aviation 

66%  Single  Engine 

9,900 

19%  Multi  Engine 

2,850 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

1,200 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

1,095 

TOTAL 

16,275 

2004 

Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-757-200 

730 

General  Aviation 

63%  Single  Engine 

10,710 

20%  Multi  Engine 

3,400 

9%  Turbo  Prop 

1,520 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

1,460 

TOTAL 

18,420 

2014 

Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

700 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-757-200 

1,460 

General  Aviation 

61%  Single  Engine 

11,468 

21%  Multi  Engine 

3,948 

10%  Turbo  Prop 

1,880 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

1,504 

TOTAL 

20,960 
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small  commercial  air  cargo  operations.  It  is  not  anticipated  that  the  aviation 
support  areas  would  become  a  high-volume  fixed  base  of  operations  for  general 
aviation  because  there  is  a  generai  aviation  faciiity  near  Champaign-Urbana, 
approximately  20  miles  south  of  Rantoui. 

Some  existing  facilities  would  have  to  be  demolished  and/or  renovated  in  order 
to  accommodate  civilian  aviation  support-related  uses.  DemolKion  and 
renovation  of  some  facilities  would  likely  begin  prior  to  closure  In  1993  and 
continue  as  needed.  Auxiliary  parking  lots  would  be  constructed  to  support  the 
aviation  support-related  land  uses  as  well  as  the  non-aviatlon-related  uses. 

The  only  road  upgrade  Included  In  this  alternative  is  the  Eagle  Drive  expansion 
as  described  in  the  Proposed  Action  (see  Section  2.2.2).  New  construction  in 
the  existing  and  future  vacant  land  in  the  southeast  and  southwest  areas  may  be 
initiated  after  the  year  2014.  A  Hush  House  wHI  not  be  constructed. 

The  aviation  support  land  use  area  would  support  a  variety  of  land  uses  within 
the  existing  1 .8  million  square  feet  of  building  space.  These  uses  include 
maintenance  operations,  small  air  cargo  operations,  small  general 
aviation-related  and  airport  operations,  aviation-related  training  activities,  air 
rescue  and  emergency  response  training,  and  administrative/  office  activities. 
Assuming  the  nfwtximum  reuse  of  facilities,  most  of  the  building  space  would  be 
fully  operational  within  S  years  after  closure. 

in  addition  to  the  airfield,  a  portion  of  aviation  support  land  use  zones  would 
likely  be  disposed  to  a  municipal  airport  authority,  who  would  manage  the 
development  and  operations  of  the  aviation  support  area  in  accordance  with  the 
FAA  and  the  state's  aviation  and  development  statutes. 

2.3. 1.3  Employment  and  Population.  The  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative  would  generate  both  direct  Jobs  on  base  and  indirect  jobs 
in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties.  Approximately  1 ,880  new  direct  jobs  and 

1 ,400  indirect  jobs  would  likely  be  generated  by  the  year  2014. 

Employment  increases  would  be  associated  with  population  Increases.  The 
population  in  the  Village  of  Rantoui  is  expected  to  increase  by  1 ,800  (1 8  percent) 
over  the  closure  baseline  by  the  year  2014.  In  addition,  about  3,530  students 
would  enter  Into  the  region  and  reside  in  existing  dormitories  and  family  housing. 

2.3. 1.4  Traffic  Generation.  Employment  and  population  projections  suggest 
that  average  daily  trips  to  and  from  the  base  property  would  total  about  37,445 
by  the  year  2014. 

2.3. 1.5  Utility  Requirements.  The  project-related  activities  and  population 
increases  in  the  Village  of  Rantoui  would  generate  the  following  Increases  in 
utility  demands  over  the  closure  baseline  by  the  year  2014: 
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•  Water -increase  of  1.5  MGD 

•  Wastewater  -  increase  of  0.7  MGD 

•  Solid  Waste  -  increase  of  50  cubic  yards  per  day 

•  Electricity  -  Increase  of  140  MWH  per  day 

■  •  Natural  gas  -  increase  of  6,400  therms  per  day 

•  Coal  -  increase  of  40  tons  per  day. 

A  brief  description  of  required  utility  Improvements  associated  with  this 
alternative  Is  provided  below  for  each  of  the  systems  studied  In  this  analysis. 

Water  Supply.  The  Rantoid  and  Chanute  AFB  supply  systems  are 
interconnected  through  existing  pipelines.  Minor  redesign  and  reconfiguration  of 
the  existing  on-base  system  would  likely  be  required  to  accommodate  particular 
user-related  demands. 

Wastewater.  Rows  from  the  base  will  drop  to  a  minimum  of  1  MGD  in  1994, 
then  Increase  to  1 .4  MGD  in  2014.  Some  temporary  modifications  in  the 
collection  system  as  well  as  increased  maintenance  may  be  required  during  the 
period  of  reduced  flows.  As  with  the  water  supply  system,  some  redesign  and 
reconfiguration  of  the  existing  on-base  wastewater  collection  system  would  likely 
be  required  to  accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

Solid  Waste.  No  major  changes  associated  with  the  planned  solid  waste 
collection  and  disposal  system  would  be  anticipated  under  this  alternative. 

Energy.  Various  components  of  the  existing  power  and  space-  and 
water-heating  systems  serving  Chanute  AFB  would  likely  have  to  be  redesigned 
or  reconfigured  slightly  to  accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

2.3.2  Non-Aviation  Alt«iiatlve 

This  alternative  includes  only  non-aviation  land  uses  (Figure  2.3-3).  The  focal 
point  of  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  is  a  large  industrial  land  use  zone  and  an 
educationalAraining  land  use  zone.  The  existing  airfield  will  remain  inactive  and 
the  open  areas  around  the  airfield  and  In  the  southern  portion  of  the  base  will  be 
used  for  agricultural  purposes.  No  off-base  property  will  be  acquired  for  this 
alternative.  Components  of  this  alternative  include  industrial  areas  with 
capabilities  to  support  storage  and  truck  maintenance  activities;  education  and 
training  areas;  agricultural  areas;  medical;  commercial;  recreation;  and 
residential  areas.  The  total  acrrage  of  each  land  use  category  Is  shown  in 
Table  2.3-3. 

2.3.2. 1  Institutional  (EducatioiVTralning).  The  educatlonAralning  land  use 
zone  covers  378  acres.  The  existing  facilities  include  classrooms  and 
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Table  2.3-3.  Land  Use  Acreage  -  Non-Aviation  Alternative 


Base  Property 

Acieagfi 

Institutional  (Education/Training) 

378 

Industrial 

185 

Institutional  (Medical) 

45 

Commercial 

40 

Recreation 

473 

Residential 

292 

Agriculture 

708 

TOTAL 

2,121 

laboratories,  administrative/office  space,  a  fire  training  complex,  a  weather 
training  complex,  and  several  commercial  facilities,  dormitories,  and  apartments. 
These  facilities  could  potentially  support  a  variety  of  educationAraining  land 
uses,  including: 

•  Civilian/military  air  rescue,  fire  fighting,  and  security  training 

•  Vocational  training  (police,  truck  driving,  fuels,  weather 

•  General  education. 

Demolition  or  renovation  of  some  existing  facilities  would  likely  be  required  to 
support  the  education/training  land  uses.  Most  of  the  existing  facilities  are  either 
presently  used  for  student  training  or  could  be  converted  to  institutional  uses 
with  alterations.  These  demolition  and  renovation  activities  would  likely  be 
phased  to  meet  user  demarxfs  beyond  the  year  2014.  No  new  facility 
construction  is  anticipated,  but  auxiliary  parking  may  be  needed  to  support  the 
demands  of  the  employees  and  students. 

The  existing  usable  building  space  could  potentially  support  a  variety  of 
educationalAraining  land  uses  ranging  from  classroom  education  to  vocational 
and  light  industrial  training.  Approximately  80  percent  of  the  building  space 
would  be  operational  by  the  year  2014. 

2.3.2.2  Industrial.  The  industrial  land  use  zone  covers  185  acres.  The  existing 
facilities  include  hangars,  administrative/office  buildings,  warehouses,  and 
vehicle  maintenance  facilities.  These  facilities  could  be  used  for  storage  or  to 
support  light  industry  (e.g.,  truck  maintenance). 

Demolition  and  renovation  of  some  existing  facilities  would  likely  be  required  to 
meet  Industrial  user  demands  for  open  space  and  parking.  No  new  facility 
construction  is  anticipated.  Demolition  and  renovations  would  likely  be  phased 
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beyond  the  year  2014.  Approximately  50  percent  of  the  building  space  would  be 
occupied  by  20  years  after  base  closure. 

2.3.2.3  Institutional  (Medical).  The  description  of  the  medical  land  use  zone 
for  this  alternative  would  be  the  same  as  that  for  the  Proposed  Action.  However, 
the  activity  would  be  of  smaller  scale  because  of  the  smaller  population 
projected  for  this  alternative. 

2.3.2.4  Commercial.  The  proposed  commercial  land  use  zone  covers  40 
acres.  This  area  includes  approximately  41 ,000  square  feet  of  usable  building 
space.  The  existing  facilities  include  a  cold  storage  warehouse,  a  gas  station, 
and  a  computer  center.  The  area  also  includes  an  electric  substation  and  two 
water  towers  that  connect  to  the  base  utility  distribution  system.  It  is  not 
anticipated  that  new  constnjction  would  take  place  in  the  commercial  zone 
with  ?0  years  of  base  closure. 

2.3.2.5  Public/Recreation.  The  pubiic/recreation  land  use  zone  covers 
473  acres.  The  existing  facilities  include  a  fire  station,  steam  plant,  a  hangar, 
youth  center,  gymnasium,  arts  and  crafts  center,  and  other  recreational  support 
facilities.  The  land  use  zone  also  includes  the  parade  grounds,  static  aircraft 
display  area,  the  golf  course,  lighted  baseball  field,  and  Heritage  Lake.  These 
facilities  could  be  used  for  similar  civilian  activities. 

Renovation  and  reconstruction  will  be  required  to  convert  the  hangar  facility  to 
an  Air  Museum.  Reconstruction  and  renovation  may  also  be  required  to  convert 
other  existing  facilities  to  civilian  use  (e.g.,  fire  station). 

The  open/recreation  areas  may  be  fully  operational  within  20  years  of  base 
closure.  The  Department  of  the  Interior  will  evaluate  the  inclusion  of  several 
portions  of  the  recreation  land  zones  in  public  recreational  areas  and  open 
areas.  The  boundaries  have  not  been  finalized,  but  their  locations  will  not  affect 
the  environmental  impact  analysis. 

2.3.2.6  Residential.  The  proposed  residential  zones  include  two  on-base 
housing  areas  (1,253  units)  and  apartments  (270  units).  These  units  could 
provide  housing  for  students  and  faculty,  as  well  as  for  low-income  residents  or 
the  homeless. 

Some  alteration  of  existing  housing  units  may  be  required  in  order  to  meet 
current  housing  market  needs.  Demolition  of  some  nonresidential  structures  that 
are  in  the  area  but  are  not  planned  for  reuse  may  also  be  required. 

Approximately  300  units  would  likely  be  occupied  within  20  years  rf  base 
closure.  Vacar't  residential  units  would  be  maintained  by  the  new  owner. 

2.3.2.7  Agric  .rai.  The  agricultural  land  use  zone  covers  708  acres.  Of  this 
area,  300  acres  ^ould  be  leased  for  agriculture  at  the  time  of  base  closure.  The 
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remaining  vacant  area  would  be  converted  to  agricultural  uses  within  years  of 
base  closure.  Crops  typical  of  the  area  include  soybeans  and  corn.  Field  tiles 
may  be  required  to  provide  adequate  drainage  of  the  land.  The  airfield  pavement 
would  be  left  in  place  and  would  provide  auxiliary  parking  for  other  users. 

2.3.2.8  Employment  and  Population.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would 
generate  approximately  1,230  new  direct  jobs  on  base  and  150  indirect  jobs  in 
Champaign  and  Ford  counties  by  the  year  2014. 

Projected  employment  would  generate  population  changes  in  the  Village  of 
Rantoul.  Population  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  is  expected  to  increase  to  1 ,1 70 
persons  (1 2  percent)  over  the  closure  baseline  by  the  year  2014.  In  addition, 
about  2,480  students  would  enter  the  region  and  reside  in  dormitories  and  family 
housing. 

2.3.2.9  Traffic  Generation.  Employment  and  population  projections  suggest 
that  average  daily  trips  to  and  from  the  base  property  would  total  about  15,850 
by  the  year  2014. 

2.3.2.10  Utility  Requirements.  The  project-related  population  increases  in  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  would  generate  the  following  increases  in  utility  demands  by 
the  year  2014  when  compared  to  closure  baseline  conditions: 

•  Water  -  increase  of  0.9  MGD 

•  Wastewater  -  increase  of  0.4  MGD 

•  Solid  Waste  -  increase  of  30  cubic  yard  per  day 

•  Electricity  •  increase  of  85  MWH  per  day 

•  Natural  gas  •  increase  of  3,850  therms  per  day 

•  Coal  -  increase  of  20  tons  per  day. 

A  brief  description  of  required  utility  improvements  associated  with  this 
alternative  is  provided  below  for  each  of  the  systems  studied  in  this  analysis. 

Water  Supply.  The  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB  supply  systems  are 
interconnected  through  existing  pipelines.  Minor  redesign  and  reconfiguration  of 
the  existing  on-base  system  would  likely  be  required  to  accommodate  particular 
user-related  demands. 

Wastewater.  Wastewater  flows  from  the  base  would  drop  to  a  minimum  of  0.9 
MGD  in  1994,  then  increase  to  1.2  MGD  in  2014.  Some  temporary  modifications 
in  the  collection  system  as  well  as  increased  maintenance  may  be  required 
during  the  period  of  reduced  flows.  As  with  the  water  supply  system,  some 
redesign  and  reconfiguration  of  the  existing  on-base  wastewater  collection 
system  would  likely  be  required  to  accommodate  particular  user-related 
demands. 
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Solid  Waste.  No  major  changes  associated  with  the  existing  solid  waste 
collection  and  disposal  system  would  be  anticipated  under  this  alternative. 

Energy.  Various  components  of  the  existing  power  and  space-  and 
water-heating  systems  serving  Chanute  AFB  would  likely  have  to  be  redesigned 
or  reconfigured  to  accommodate  particular  user-related  demands. 

2.3.3  No-Action  Alternative 

The  No-Action  Alternative  under  the  disposal  and  reuse  for  Chanute  AFB  would 
result  In  the  U.S.  Government  retaining  ownership  of  the  property  after  closure. 
The  property  would  not  be  put  to  further  use.  The  base  would  be  preserved,  i.e., 
placed  in  a  condition  intended  to  limit  deterioration  and  ensure  public  safety.  A 
caretaker  would  be  provided  to  ensure  base  security  and  maintain  the  grounds 
and  physical  assets,  including  the  existing  utilities  and  structures.  No  military 
activities/missions  would  be  performed  on  the  property. 

The  future  land  uses  and  levels  of  maintenance  would  be  as  follows: 

•  Maintain  structures  in  mothballed  condition.  This  would  involve 
disconnecting  or  draining  some  utility  lines  and  securing  facilities. 

•  Maintain  and  protect  on-base  wetlands. 

•  Isolate  or  deactive  utility  distribution  lines  on  base. 

•  Provide  limited  maintenance  of  roads  to  ensure  access. 

•  Provide  limited  grounds  maintenance  of  open  areas.  This  would  primarily 
consist  of  infrequent  cutting  to  eliminate  fire,  health,  and  safety  hazards. 

•  Maintain  golf  course  in  such  a  manner  as  to  facilitate  economical 
resumption  of  use. 

•  Maintain  existing  agricultural  leases. 

A  disposal  management  team  has  been  established  at  Chanute  AFB.  The 
responsibilities  of  this  team  include  coordinating  closure  activities,  establishing  a 
caretaker  force  to  maintain  Air  Force  properties  after  closure,  and  serving  as  the 
Air  Force  liaison  supporting  community  reuse.  For  the  purposes  of 
environmental  analysis,  it  was  assumed  that  this  team  would  comprise 
approximately  50  people  at  the  time  of  closure. 

The  Rantoui  and  Chanute  AFB  water  supply  systems  would  remain 
interconnected  through  existing  pipelines  for  emergency  uses.  Numerous 
nonessential  water  lines  would  be  drained  and  completely  disconnected  from  the 
water  supply  system.  Various  components  of  the  existing  on-base  wastewater 
collection  system  on  Chanute  AFB  may  have  to  be  retrofitted  because  flow  from 
the  base  to  the  Rantoui  WWTP  would  be  reduced.  A  higher  degree  of 
mainter^nce  than  is  normally  necessary  may  also  be  required.  Solid  waste 
collection  from  the  base  would  likely  be  reduced  to  a  negligible  level  under  this 
alternative.  The  existing  power  and  space-heating  systems  serving  Chanute  AFB 
would  likely  be  utilized  at  substantially  reduced  levels  while  the  base  is  in 
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caretaker  status.  Electric^  power  would  be  required  for  security  lighting  and 
other  essential  systems,  and  natural  gas  and  coal  would  probably  be  required 
during  winter  months  to  maintain  minimal  space  heating  in  mothballed  facilities. 

Natural  gas-heating  requirements  are  expected  to  be  approximately  20  percent 
of  historic  demand.  Coal  requirements  are  anticipated  to  be  of  a  similar 
magnitude. 

2.4  ALTERNATIVES  EUMINATED  FROM  FURTHER  CONSIDERATION 

Several  other  possible  reuse  alternatives  were  considered  but  eliminated  from 
further  study.  The  Air  Force’s  selection  of  alternatives  to  evaluate  was  based  on 
studies  of  available  markets,  market  trends,  use  of  existing  facilities,  and 
community  profiles.  After  weighing  the  attributes  of  each  alternative,  it  was 
determined  that  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  presented  the  most 
reasonable  and  economically  feasible  reuse  options  for  the  Chanute  AFB 
property. 

2.4.1  General  Aviation  Operations 

A  major  fixed  base  for  general  aviation  operations  was  considered  and  rejected 
as  unreasonable  because  facilities  to  meet  these  needs  are  in  place  and 
operating  at  Frasca  Field,  approximately  1 1  miles  south  of  Chanute  AFB. 

2.4.2  Primary  Commercial  Aviation  Operations 

Major  commercial  passenger  operations  were  considered  and  rejected  as 
unreasonable  because  facilities  that  meet  this  need  are  in  place  and  operating  at 
Willard  Airport,  20  miles  south  of  Rantoul. 

2.4.3  Vacant  Land  Concept 

The  alternative  of  removing  existing  facilities  and  infrastructure  on  the  Chanute 
AFB  property  to  create  complete  land  use  and  zoning  flexibility  was  considered 
but  eliminated  because  of  the  high  costs  required  to  remove  and  dispose  of  all 
land  use-specific  facilities  and  infrastructure.  In  addition,  it  appears  that  the 
existing  faciiities  can  be  converted  for  civilian  use. 

2.5  OTHER  FUTURE  ACTIONS  IN  THE  REGION 

The  only  reasonably  foreseeable  future  action  that  would  have  a  cumulative 
impact  to  the  base  disposal  and  reuse  action  is  the  disposal  of  Chapman  Court 
Military  Family  Housing  Area  in  Rantoul  (Figure  2.5-1).  Although  Chapman  Court 
is  part  of  the  existing  Chanute  AFB  property,  the  disposal  decision  is  being 
treated  separately  because  the  property  is  currently  excess  and  surplus  to  the 
Federal  Government  and  is  geographically  separate  from  the  base.  The  disposal 
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Chapman  Court 


of  Chapman  Court  will  not  prejudice  future  reuse  plans  for  Chanute  AFB  or 
predispose  any  disposal  or  reuse  decision. 

The  proposed  action  is  to  dispose  of  Chapman  Court  in  a  manner  that  will 
facilitate  redevelopment  of  the  property  for  mixed  uses.  This  action  would  result 
in  demolition  of  the  existing  housing  structures  and  redevelopment  of  the 
property  for  a  combination  of  uses  including  residential,  retail,  light  industrial, 
and  recreational. 

2.6  COMPARISON  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 


A  comparison  of  reuse  activities  in  relation  to  the  closure  baseline  is  provided  in 
Table  2.6-1 .  These  activities  have  been  analyzed  to  determine  their  effects  on 
the  environment.  Impacts  to  the  environment  are  described  briefly  in  the 
summary  and  discussed  in  detail  in  Chapter  4.  A  summary  comparison  of  the 
influencing  factors  and  environmental  impacts  on  each  biophysical  resource 
affected  by  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  is  presented  in  Tables  2.6-2  and 
2.6-3. 


Table  2.6-1.  Reuse  Activities  -  Change  from  Closure  Baseline 


Activity 

Proposed 

Action 

Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance 
Ooerations 

Non-Aviation 

No-Action 

Land  Acquisition 

576  acres 

231  acres 

0 

0 

Avigatlonal  Easement 

-  On  base 

2  acres 

2  acres 

0 

0 

-  Off  base 

20  acres 

20  acres 

0 

0 

Ground  Disturbance 

21 8  acres 

92  acres 

0 

0 

(Facilities/Airfield) 

Direct  Employment 

6,050  increase 

1,880  increase 

1,230  increase 

0 

Indirect  Employment 
Rantoul  Population^^ 

6,000  increase 
5,790  increase 

1,400  increase 
1,800  increase 

150  increase 
1,670  increase 

0 

Traffic  (Trips 

56,590  increase 

37,445  Increase 

15,850  Increase 

0 

Generated) 

Utility  Demand 

-  Water 

2.6  million  gpd 

1.5  million  gpd 

0.9  million  gpd 

0 

-  Wastewater 

2.2  million  gpd 

1.2  million  gpd 

0.7  million  gpd 

0 

-  Solid  Waste 

100  cubic  yards/day 

50  cubic  yard^day 

30  cubic  yards/day 

0 

-  Electricity 

265  MWH/day 

140  MWH/day 

85  MWH/day 

0 

-  Gas 

13,925  therms/day 

6,400  therms/day 

3,850  therms/day 

0 

-  Coal 

80  tons/day 

40  tons/day 

20  tons/day 

0 

Right  Operations 

22,860 

20,960 

0 

0 

(a)  dt^iption*  compSrS^onSiSofirpfojSctSnnn^SarMI^^IosurJTaSenn^onSitlonsTrrT^S!' 


(b)  Additionally,  approximataly  3,530  oollega  and  vocational/tochnical  atudanta  would  likely  inmigrata  to  the  region  under  the 

Propoaed  Action  and  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenartce  Operations  Alternative,  and  approximataly  2,480  oollega  and  vooational/teohnical 
students  would  inmigrata  to  the  region  under  the  Non-Aviation  AKemative.  These  students  would  likely  reside  in  existing  base 
dormitories  or  family  housing. 
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Ragional  rafers  to  tha  two-county  region  comprising  Champaign  arxl  Ford  counties. 

Total  population/amploymant  projections  iiKlude  both  site-related  affects  arxf  norvsite-relsted  growth. 
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CHAPTER  3 
AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


3.0  AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENT 


This  section  addresses  the  environmental  conditions  of  Chanute  AFB  and  its 
region  of  influence  (ROI)  as  they  would  be  at  the  time  of  base  closure 
(October  1993).  The  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  may  cause  changes  in 
the  communities  near  the  base.  These  communities  Include,  but  are  not  limited 
to,  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  Paxton,  and  Champaign-Urbana. 

3.1  INTRODUCTION 

This  section  provides  information  to  serve  as  a  baseline  from  which  to  identify 
and  evaluate  environmental  changes.  Although  this  EIS  focuses  on  the 
biophysical  environment,  some  non-biophysicai  elements  are  addressed  to  the 
extent  that  they  directly  impact  the  environment.  The  non-blophysical  elements 
of  population  and  employment,  land  use  and  aesthetics,  public  utility  systems, 
and  transportation  networks  in  the  regional  and  local  communities  are 
addressed.  This  section  also  describes  hazardous  materials  found  on  base, 
storage  tanks,  asbestos,  herbicides  and  pesticides,  polycNorinated  biphenyls 
(PCBs),  radon,  and  medicai/blohazardous  wastes,  and  discusses  the  IRP. 
Finally,  it  describes  the  pertinent  natural  resources  of  geology  and  soils,  water 
quality,  air  quality,  noise,  biological  resources,  and  cultural  resources. 

The  ROI  to  be  studied  will  be  defined  for  each  resource  area  pertinent  to  the 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  The  ROI  determines  the  geographical  area  to 
be  addressed  as  the  Affected  Environment.  Although  the  base  boundary  may 
constitute  the  ROI  limit  for  many  resources,  potential  impacts  associated  with 
certain  issues  (e  g.,  air  quality,  utility  systems)  often  transcend  these  limits. 

ROIs  must  be  carefully  delineated  to  allow  an  accurate  analysis  that  provides 
the  basis  for  Air  Force  decision-making  regarding  base  disposal  and  reuse. 

The  baseline  assumed  in  this  document  Is  the  conditions  projected  at  base 
closure.  Impacts  associated  with  disposal  and/or  reuse  activities  may  then  be 
addressed  separately  from  the  impacts  associated  with  base  closure.  General 
preclosure  conditions  and  impacts  of  closure  were  addressed  in  the  closure  EIS 
(U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c).  A  reference  to  preclosure  conditions  (1988)  is  provided, 
where  appropriate  (e.g.,  air  quality),  to  provide  a  comparative  analysis  over 
time.  This  will  assist  the  decision  maker  and  agencies  In  understanding 
potential  long-term  impacts  in  comparison  to  conditions  when  the  Installation 
was  active. 

3.2  LOCAL  COMMUNITY 

3.2.1  Community  Setting 

Chanute  AFB  Is  in  east-central  Illinois,  approximately  120  miles  south-southwest 
of  Chicago  and  approximately  190  miles  northeast  of  St.  Louis.  The  base  is  in 
north-central  Champaign  County  (Figure  3.2-1),  approximately  15  miles 
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north-northwest  of  the  Champaign-Urbana  metropolitan  area,  the  largest 
population  center  in  Champaign  County.  Chanute  AFB  comprises  2,121  acres 
within  the  incorporated  limits  of  the  VUIage  of  Rantoui  (Figure  3.2-2).  Rantoul  is 
the  third  largest  community  in  Champaign  County,  with  a  population  of  about 
17,200, 

U.S.  Highway  45  (U.S.  45),  adjacent  to  the  west  boundary  of  the  base,  provides 
highway  access  to  Chanute  AFB  from  the  north  arKi  south.  An  Interchange  at 
Interstate  57  (1-57)  northwest  of  the  base  provides  access  to  the  interstate 
highway  system.  Additional  major  highways  (1-74, 1-72,  and  U.S.  136)  provide 
connecting  east-west  access. 

A  main  line  of  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  (ICR)  is  adjacent  to  the  base  and 
AMTRAK  passenger  service  is  provided  from  a  station  in  downtown  Rantoul. 
Scheduled  airline  service  is  also  provided  at  Willard  Airport,  20  miles  south  of 
the  base. 

Chanute  AFB  and  Champaign  County,  in  general,  experience  temperate 
continental  climatic  conditions  typical  of  the  interior  continental  United  States. 
Characteristically,  temperatures  cover  a  broad  range,  from  approximately 
100  degrees  Fahrenheit  ("F)  in  summer  to  -25^  In  winter.  The  average  annual 
precipitation  in  Champaign  County  is  36  inches.  Most  rainfall  occurs  from  April 
through  September;  snowfall  occurs  during  November  through  March.  The 
prevailing  wind  is  from  the  southwest,  but  winter  winds  may  be  out  of  the  west 
or  northwest.  The  wind  speed  is  usually  greater  during  the  winter  and  early 
spring,  but  averages  approximately  7  miles  per  hour  (mph)  annually. 

By  closure,  the  population  of  the  two-county  ROI  (Champaign  and  Ford 
counties)  is  projected  to  be  167,050.  This  estimate  does  not  include  any  reuse 
of  the  Chanute  AFB  property.  In  1988,  the  population  In  the  two  counties  was 
approximately  185,210  (U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  1990).  In  1990,  Rantoul's 
population,  by  final  1990  census  counts,  was  17,212,  of  whom  8,038  persons 
(military  and  civilian)  were  estimated  to  be  associated  with  Chanute  AFB 
operations.  Thus,  Rantoul's  (1990)  population  excluding  Chanute  AFB  was 
9,174. 

In  FY 1990,  Chanute  AFB  had  a  total  military  and  dependent  population  of 
7,409,  which  Included  4,122  active  duty  military  and  trainees  and  3,287 
dependents.  Approximately  1,570  military  retirees  lived  in  the  region  In  1990. 
The  trainee  population  decreased  by  57  percent,  from  4,164  in  FY  1987  to  1 ,791 
in  FY  1990.  The  total  military-related  population,  including  all  military  personnel 
and  their  dependents,  declined  by  5,843  during  that  period,  representing  a 
decrease  of  44  percent  (from  13,252  in  FY  1987  to  7,409  in  FY  1990).  At 
closure,  the  base-related  population  will  decrease  to  approximately  50  disposal 
management  team  employees. 
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The  regional  economy  is  deperxlent  on  government  jobs  (federai,  state,  and 
iocai),  manufacturing,  and  farming,  in  1988,  there  were  approximateiy  1 1 7,650 
jobs  in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties;  manufacturing  provided  the  iargest 
number  of  nongovernment  jobs,  in  the  Champaign-Urbana  area,  the  Carte 
Hospitai/Clinic;  Kraft,  inc.;  J.M.  Jones;  and  Colweii  Systems  together  employed 
about  6,715  people.  There  were  approximately  37,670  government  (civilian  and 
military)  jobs  in  the  ROt.  By  October  1993,  approximateiy  9  percent  of  the  direct 
and  indirect  jobs  in  the  ROI  will  be  affected  by  base  closure.  The  projected 
regional  employment  at  closure  is  130,070. 

In  1988,  approximately  8,400  people  were  employed  directly  by  Chanute  AFB. 
The  major  nongovernment  employers  in  Rantoul  are  Caradco,  BeilA/etter, 
Rantoul  Products,  Eagle  Wings  Industries,  and  Combe,  Inc.  (Illinois  Department 
of  Commerce  and  Community  Affairs,  1990b).  Together,  these  five  companies 
employ  approximately  2,300  people. 

A  detailed  analysis  of  socioeconomic  conditions  and  potential  impacts  of  the 
Proposed  Action  and  analysis  are  provided  in  the  Socioeconomic  impact 
Anaiysis  Study,  being  prepared  separately  and  concurrently  with  this  EIS. 

3.2.2  Installation  Background 

Chanute  Field  was  established  in  May  1917  as  a  World  War  I  pitot  training 
facility.  The  base  was  named  in  honor  of  Octave  Chanute,  an  engineer  and 
aviation  pioneer  who  established  several  principles  of  flight  during  the 
nineteenth  century.  From  1919  to  1921,  the  base  was  used  as  a  storage  depot 
for  aircraft  engines  and  paint,  in  the  early  1920s,  mechanical,  photographic, 
and  communication  training  activities  were  transferred  to  the  base,  which 
became  the  Air  Corps  Technical  School  for  aircraft  mechanics  in  1922. 
Appropriations  were  authorized  to  expand  and  modernize  the  base  to  its 
present  size  in  1938.  Three  years  later,  the  Air  Corps  Technical  Training 
Command  established  its  first  headquarters  at  the  base.  During  World  War  II, 
aircraft  maintenance,  weather  observation,  life  support,  and  metallurgy  training 
were  conducted  at  the  base. 

Since  World  War  II,  the  base’s  primary  mission  has  been  military  and  technical 
training  for  Aerospace  Weapon  Systems  support  personnel.  The  base  was  the 
primary  installation  providing  training  in  the  operation  of  B-52  and  B-58 
long-range  bombers  and  various  missiles  (e.g.,  Atlas,  Thor,  Minuteman,  Hound 
Dog,  Bomarc,  and  the  Short  Range  Attack  Missile).  Chanute  Technical  Training 
Center  (CTTC)  was  established  in  January  1959,  and  the  former  training  wing 
was  renamed  the  3345th  Technical  School.  The  technical  school  was 
redesignated  three  times,  first  as  the  United  States  Air  Force  School  of  Applied 
Aerospace  Sciences  in  1972,  then  as  the  3350th  Technical  Training  Wing  in 
1977,  and  finally  as  the  3330th  Technical  Training  Wing  in  1979.  The  3330th 
Technical  Training  Wing  remains  the  current  host  unit  at  Chanute  AFB. 
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At  the  direction  of  the  Commission  on  Base  Reaiignments  and  Closures,  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  has  ordered  CTTC  courses  to  be  transferred  to  other 
technicaJ  training  centers  beginning  1  January  1990,  with  completion  scheduled 
by  30  September  1993. 

3.2.3  Land  Use  and  Aesthetics 

This  section  describes  the  projected  land  uses  and  aesthetics  on  the  base  and 
the  surrounding  area  at  base  closure.  As  indicated  by  community  planning 
efforts,  projected  land  uses  at  closure  are  assumed  to  be  similar  to  existing  land 
uses  in  the  base  vicinity.  The  ROI  for  land  use  and  aesthetics  Includes  the  base 
property  and  potentially  affected  adjacent  properties  that  are  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Champaign  County. 

Chanute  AFB  is  entirely  within  the  Village's  incorporated  limits.  Rantoul 
exercises  planning,  zoning,  and  subdivision  control  within  its  boundaries  and 
has  extraterritorial  jurisdiction  for  planning  arxJ  subdivision  review  within 
1 .5  miles  outside  the  Village  boundaries.  Other  unincorporated  areas 
surrouixJIng  the  base  are  under  the  jurisdiction  of  Champaign  County,  which 
exercises  zoning  and  subdivision  control  in  these  areas. 

3.2.3. 1  Land  Use 

On-Base  Land  Use.  Chanute  AFB  will  continue  to  provide  technical  training  for 
the  U.S.  Air  Force,  Air  Force  Reserves,  Air  National  Guard,  and  other  000 
agencies  untH  base  closure.  The  base  property,  which  comprises  2,121  acres. 
Includes  the  following  general  land  uses: 


Acreage 

•  Aviation  support 

140 

•  Institutional  (education/training) 

27 

•  Industrial 

241 

•  Institutional  (medical) 

25 

•  Commercial 

90 

•  Public/recreation 

438 

•  Open  space 

448 

•  Residential 

348 

•  Agricultural 

364 

The  existing  land  uses  for  Chanute  AFB  and  vicinity  are  shown  on  Figure  3.2-3. 
Each  on-base  land  use  category  is  described  briefly  below. 

The  Aviation  Support  and  Educational/Training  areas  support  maintenance 
training  for  aircraft  ground  equipment  and  jet  engines.  Training  Is  also  offered  In 
liquid  fuels,  weather.  Are,  and  other  aviation-related  activities.  The  aviation 
support  facilities  Include  the  following: 

•  Four  high-bay  hangars 

•  Classrooms  and  laboratories 

•  Administrative  offices. 
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Aviation  areas  are  primarily  located  in  the  northwest  quadrant  of  the  base, 
except  for  fire  protection/rescue  and  fuels  training.  These  facilities  are  isolated 
for  environmental  and  safety  reasons  and  are  consolidated  in  the  southeast 
comer  of  the  base. 


The  airfield  at  Chanute  AFB  Is  presently  dosed  to  aircraft  operations  because 
aircraft  operational  uses  are  not  required  to  support  the  base’s  technical  training 
mission.  The  airfield  consists  of  four  runways  of  the  following  lengths: 


Runway  9/27 
Runway  18/36 
Runway  13/31 
Runway  5/23 


-  6,300  feet 

-  5,000  feet 

-  5,740  feet 

-  5,157  feet 


The  taxiways  and  apron  pavement  conditions  of  the  four  runways  vary  from  very 
good  to  unsafe  for  aircraft  operations  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990a).  There  are  no  air 
traffic  control  facilities,  navigational  aids,  or  instrument  approaches  at  the  airfield. 


The  Medical  area,  in  the  southwest  portion  of  the  base,  indudes  the  base 
hospital,  dental  clinic,  and  chHd  day  care  facilities. 


The  Industrial  areas  contain  the  sewage  treatment  plant  (out  of  operation), 
cold  storage  warehouse,  distribution/storage  facilities,  central  heating  plant,  fire 
station,  fire  training  facility,  fuel  training  facility,  and  engine  test  cells.  The 
principal  industrial  areas  are  between  the  north  base  boundary  and  the  airfield 
and  In  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the  base.  Other  industrial  uses  are  dispersed 
throughout  the  northwest  quadrant  of  the  base. 

The  Commercial  area  contains  such  facilities  as  the  commissary,  the  base 
exchange,  two  theaters,  a  bank,  a  post  office,  restaurants,  and  a  gymnasium. 
The  community  commercial  center  is  in  the  northwest  quadrant  of  the  base. 
Other  commercial  facilities  are  scattered  over  the  base;  for  example,  service 
stations  are  located  at  the  two  north  gates.  The  commercial  area  also  includes 
security  facilities,  a  data  processing  facility,  a  library,  a  chapel,  and  other 
administrative  facilities.  The  administrative  areas  are  primarily  in  the  northwest 
quadrant  of  the  base,  but  other  administrative  faciiities  are  scattered  throughout 
the  base. 

The  Recreation  areas  contain  the  golf  course,  youth  center,  athletic  forum,  arts 
and  crafts  facility,  bowling  alley,  static  aircraft  display  area,  bailfieids,  parade 
grounds,  and  Heritage  Lake.  Multiple  use  outdoor  recreation  facilities  are 
located  in  three  principal  areas: 

•  An  active  recreation  faculty  near  the  existing  housing  areas  and  the 
community  commercial  center 

•  Heritage  Lake  In  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the  base 

•  The  golf  course  and  clubhouse  northeast  of  the  airfield. 

In  addition,  there  are  several  existing  smaller  recreation  areas  located 
throughout  the  base. 
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The  Open  Space  areas  allow  for  safety  buffer  zones  and  provide  a  buffer 
between  land  uses.  These  areas  are  primarily  located  around  the  southwest 
residential  areas  and  in  the  southeast  industrial  areas.  In  addition  to  the  military 
land  uses,  300  acres  of  land  near  the  runway  and  In  the  southeast  comer  of  the 
base  are  leased  for  agricultural  purposes.  The  nvijority  of  this  land  is  required 
to  maintain  separation  between  the  runway,  taxiways,  and  aprons.  The  lease 
will  likely  be  in  effect  at  base  closure. 

The  Residential  areas  contain  dormitories,  apartments,  and  family  housing. 

The  dormitories  are  at  the  west  edge  of  the  base  in  the  northwest  quadrant,  and 
the  apartments  are  at  the  center  of  the  northwest  quadrant,  west  of  the  parade 
ground.  Family  housing  units  are  in  the  northwest  and  southwest  quadrants  of 
the  base,  and  on  the  east  side  of  the  parade  ground. 

There  are  several  on-base  easements  and  ROWs  for  utility  lines  and  roads  that 
cross  the  installation  arKi  the  government-owned  railroad  spur.  Table  3.2-1  is  an 
Inventory  of  easement  agreements,  licenses,  permits,  and  leases  that  will 
potentially  be  available  for  transfer  upon  base  closure. 

Off-Bate  Land  Use.  Off-base  land  uses  include  agricultural  arK'  urban 
development  within  the  VHIage  of  Rantoul  (see  Figure  3.2-3).  The  land  use 
development  pattern  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB  is  dominated  by  1  -mile  by 
1  -mile  section  lines  characteristic  of  the  Midwest.  The  nearest  major  urban  area 
is  Champaign-Urbana,  IS  mites  south  of  Rantoul  (see  Figure  3.2-1). 

Village  of  Rantoul  land  uses  adjacent  to  the  north  boundary  of  Chanute  AFB 
include  public,  commercial,  and  residential.  The  public  land  use  areas  include 
Maplewood  Elementary  School,  east  of  Maplewood  Drive,  and  Walbash  Park 
and  J.W.  Eater  Junior  High  School,  east  of  Century  Boulevard.  The 
commercial  facilities  are  located  along  both  sides  of  Maplewood  Drive  and 
Century  Boulevard  (the  streets  leading  into  the  base  gates).  The  residential 
areas  Include  one-story  wood  frame  and  brick  single-family  houses  and  a 
mobile  home  park  at  the  end  of  the  base’s  north-south  runway  (see 
Figure  3.2-3). 

The  off-base  land  at  the  east  end  of  the  base’s  east-west  runway  is  used  solely 
for  agricultural  crop  production.  The  land  slopes  gently  to  the  southeast  and 
drains  into  Salt  Fork  Creek. 

The  off-base  area  east  of  the  base  golf  course  and  the  adjacent  residences  is 
used  for  agricultural  crop  production.  A  farmstead  with  three  Inhabited 
structures  is  on  the  east  side  of  Township  Road  1 800  East.  The  land  slopes  to 
the  southeast  and  drains  into  both  the  Upper  Sait  Fork  Drainage  Ditch  and  Salt 
Fork  Creek.  Township  Road  1800  East,  running  north-south,  and  2900  North 
Road,  running  east  from  Township  Road  1800  East,  are  in  this  area. 
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Table  3.2-1.  Inventory  of  Eaeement  Agreements,  Ucenees,  Permits  and  Leasee 


Document  Number 

Expiration  Date 

Descriotion/Location 

Responsible  Party 

11-032  ENG-6129 
(Easement) 

Indefinite 

ROW  for  Tanner  Street  crossing 

Village  of  Rantoul 

042-456 

(Easement) 

09/16/2006 

ROW  underground  telephone 
cable  (along  west  side) 

ALLTEL  Illinois  Incorporated 

11-032  ENG-6126 
(Easement) 

Indefinite 

ROW  railroad  spur  crossing 
Chanute 

State  of  Illinois 

11-032  ENG-7116 
(Easement) 

Indefinite 

ROW 

State  of  Illinois 

11-032  ENG-9063 
(Easement) 

12/28/2011 

ROW  railroad  spur  crossing 
Chanute 

Julian  D.  Johnson 

11-032  ENG-10249 
(Easement) 

Indefinite 

ROW  railroad  spur  crossing 
Chanute 

Rogers  Chevrolet  Company 

11 -OO.”  ENG-12489 
(Easement) 

01/10/2015 

maintain  drainage  line 

Elmer  C.  Bush 

ATCCHA  2-90-018 
(Easement) 

03/08/95 

ROW  railroad  spur 

Charles  Leemon 

11-032  ENG-6124 
(License) 

Indefinite 

power  transmission  lines 

Central  Illinois  Public  Service 
Company 

27-3-83-15 

01/27/93 

maintain  and  repair  buried  and 

Eastern  Illinois  Telephone 

(License) 

overhead  lines 

Corporation 

45-3-78-6016 

(License) 

12/31/92 

occupancy  of  0.08  acres  of  land 

American  National  Red  Cross 

ATCCHA3-88-009 

(License) 

06/30/93 

advanced  driving  maneuvers 

State  of  Illinois 

ATCCHA3-88-012 

(License) 

06/30/93 

advanced  driving  maneuvers 

Parkland  College  Champaign, 
Illinois 

ATCCHA  3-90-016 
(License) 

12/31/94 

office  space  at  no  cost 

Civil  Air  Patrol  Chanute  AFB 

45-4-75-6062 

(Permit) 

09/30/93 

use  of  land  and  buildings 

DRMO 

11-032  ENG-6127 
(Permit) 

Indefinite 

sewer  system  in  Chapman 
Courts 

C.E.  Mulllken 

11-032  ENG-6128 
(Permit) 

Indefinite 

soi  line  pipe  and  water 
distribution 

C.E.  Mulllken 

No  Number 
(Permit) 

05/17/2084 

East  Gate  entrance  sign 

Rantoul  Mayor’s  Office 

5-21579 

(Permit) 

04/01/94 

mow  grass  outside  of  boundary 
fence 

State  of  Illinois 

22-1-70-39 

(Lease) 

06/30/95 

land  usage  for  credit  union 

Credit  Union 

27-1-87-18 

(Lease) 

02/28/92 

land  usage  for  farming 
(311.0  acres) 

Frerichs  Farm  Incorporated 

ATCCHA  1-88-020 
(Lease) 

09/30/93 

bus  terminal 

Greyhound  Lines  Incorporated 

ATCCHA  1-90-030 

04/30/93 

office  space  (room  K108, 

National  Federation  of  Federal 

(Lease) 

Bldg.  3) 

Employees 

ATCCHA  1-89-015 
(Lease) 

02/28/94 

building  usage  for  telephone 
center 

ALLTEL  Illinois  Incorporated 
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The  off-base  land  at  the  north  end  of  the  north-south  runway  Includes  two 
mobile  home  parks  that  are  separated  by  vacant  land.  The  area  Is  flat  and 
drains  to  the  east-northeast. 

Zoning.  The  current  zoning  plan  for  Chanute  AFB  and  Rantoul  is  shown  in 
Figure  3.2-4.  The  Village  of  Rantoul  adopted  an  updated  and  revised  zoning 
ordinance  on  22  January  1991  (Village  of  Rantoul,  1%1).  Prior  to  disposal, 
Chanute  AFB  would  not  be  subject  to  local  zoning  regulations  because  it  is  a 
federal  installation.  When  a  parcel  is  conveyed  to  a  non-federal  agency,  that 
parcel  would  be  subject  to  zoning.  In  view  of  the  closure  and  proposed  reuses 
of  Chanute  AFB,  the  Village  of  Rantoul  has  included  new  zoning  classifications 
within  its  ordinance.  For  the  purposes  of  this  environmental  analysis,  the 
following  new  zoning  categories  are  assumed  to  be  in  effect  at  the  time  of  base 
closure: 

A-1  Agriculture  District 

R-1  through  R-4  Residential  District  (single  famHy  to  multi-family) 

C-1  Neighborhood  Commercial  District 

C-2  General  Commercial  District 

CR-1  Airfield  District 

CR-2  Aviation  Support  District 

CR-3  Institutional  (educational,  training,  and  medical)  District 

CR-4  Public  Recreation  District 

1-1  Industrial  O^Qht)  District 

1-2  Industrial  (heavy)  District 

M-1  Mobile  Home  Park  District 

The  proposed  zoning  districts  that  would  apply  to  the  base  property  at  the  time 
of  disposal  are  described  below. 

The  Airfield  District  provides  for  a  regional  airport  for  jet  aircraft.  The 
maximum  height  of  buildings  or  other  structures  shall  be  50  feet  and  can  be 
Increased  to  100  feet  by  the  authority  of  the  Board  of  Zoning  Appeals.  The 
proposed  ordinance  states  that  the  Airfield  District  shall  consist  of  a  single  lot. 
The  owner  of  the  airport  may  lease  portions  of  the  land  in  the  Airport  District  to 
others  for  permitted  uses. 

The  Aviation  Support  District  provides  an  area  for  airfield  support  facilities, 
such  as  hangars,  towers,  repair  facilities,  administrative  offices,  warehouses, 
and  other  related  facilities.  The  maximum  height  of  buildings  or  other  structures 
shall  be  35  feet  and  can  be  increased  to  65  feet  provided  that  for  every  foot  in 
excess  of  35  feet  there  shall  be  added  to  the  setback  requirement  1  foot  of  width 
or  depth.  The  minimum  lot  size  shall  be  50,000  square  feet  with  building 
setback  requirements.  No  lot  shall  be  more  than  50  percent  covered  by  a 
building.  Off-street  parking  and  larxJscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  in 
the  ordinance. 

The  General  Commercial  District  Is  designed  to  accommodate  community  or 
regional  shopping  and  service  facilities.  The  maximum  height  of  buildings  or 
other  structures  shall  be  35  feet  and  can  be  increased  to  65  feet  provided  that 
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for  every  foot  in  excess  of  35  feet  there  shall  be  added  to  the  setback 
requirement  1  foot  of  width  or  depth.  The  minimum  lot  size  shall  be  6,000 
square  feet,  and  the  minimum  lot  width  (at  the  building  line)  50  feet.  No  lot  shall 
be  more  than  40  percent  covered  by  a  building.  Off-street  parking,  loading 
space,  and  landscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  in  the  ordinance. 

The  Institutional  District  provides  for  dormitories  for  educational  facilities, 
classrooms,  and  health  care  facilities.  The  maximum  height  of  buildings  or 
other  structures  shall  be  35  feet  and  can  be  increased  to  65  feet  provided  that 
for  every  foot  of  height  In  excess  of  35  feet  there  shall  be  added  a  setback 
requirement  of  1  foot  of  width  or  depth,  or  as  authorized  by  the  Board  of  Zoning 
Appeals.  The  minimum  lot  size  shall  be  50,000  square  feet  with  building  setback 
requirements.  No  lot  shall  be  more  than  50  percent  covered  by  a  building. 
Off-street  parking  and  landscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  in  the 
ordinance. 

The  Public  Recreation  District  provides  open  spaces  and  both  active  and 
passive  recreational  areas.  The  maiximum  height  of  buildings  or  other 
structures  shall  be  35  feet.  No  lot  shall  be  nfK>re  than  50  percent  covered  by  a 
building.  Off-street  parking  arxt  landscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  In 
the  ordinance. 

The  Light  Industrial  District  provides  for  light  manufacturing  and  processing  or 
assembly  plants,  excluding  heavy  industrial  uses.  The  maximum  height  of 
buildings  and  other  structures  shall  be  35  feet  and  can  be  increased  to  65  feet 
provided  that  for  every  foot  in  excess  of  35  feet  there  shall  be  added  to  the 
setback  requirement  1  foot  of  width  or  depth.  The  minimum  lot  size  shall  be 
8,000  square  feet  with  building  setback  requirements.  Off-street  parking  and 
landscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  in  the  ordinance. 

Residential  Districts  provide  for  single-family  detached  dwellings,  two-family 
dwellings,  and  multi-family  dwellings.  The  maximum  height  of  the  buildings 
shall  be  35  feet,  except  that  such  height  may  be  increased  to  a  maximum  of 
65  feet  provided  that  for  every  foot  of  height  in  excess  of  35  feet  there  shall  be 
added  to  the  setback  1  foot  of  width  or  depth.  The  minimum  lot  area  per 
dwelling  unit  varies  from  7,000  square  feet  for  singie-family  dwellings  (R-1 )  to 
1 ,500  square  feet  for  each  multi-family  dwelling  unit  (R-4).  Off-street  parking 
and  landscaping  shall  be  provided  as  specified  in  the  ordinance. 

Land  Use  Plans.  A  Comprehensive  Development  Plan  was  prepared  for  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  (City  Planning  Associates,  Inc.,  1967);  however,  this  plan  does 
not  reflect  any  changes  in  the  base  vicinity. 

3.2.3.2  Aesthetics.  Visual  resources  include  natural  and  man-made  features 
that  give  a  particular  environment  its  aesthetic  quaiities.  Criteria  used  in  the 
analysis  of  visual  resources  include  visual  sensitivity,  which  is  the  degree  of 
public  interest  in  a  visual  resource  and  concern  over  adverse  changes  In  the 
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quality  of  that  resource.  Visual  sensitivity  is  categorized  as  high,  medium,  or 
low  sensitivity  levels. 

High  sensitivity  exists  where  views  are  rare,  unique,  or  in  other  ways  special, 
such  as  in  remote  or  pristine  areas.  The  areas  would  irx:lude  landscapes  that 
have  landforms,  vegetative  patterns,  water  bodies,  or  rock  formations  of 
unusual  or  outstanding  qusdity.  The  existing  static  air  display  In  the  western 
portion  of  the  base  Is  a  unique  visual  resource  that  can  be  seen  from  U.S.  45. 

Medium  visual  sensitivity  areas  are  more  developed  than  those  of  high 
sensitivity.  Human  influence  is  more  apparent  in  these  areas,  arxl  the  presence 
of  motorized  vehicles  and  other  evidence  of  modem  civilization  is 
commonplace.  These  landscapes  generally  have  features  containing  variety  in 
form,  line,  color,  and  texture,  but  terxj  to  be  more  common.  The  following  areas 
at  Chanute  AFB  are  considered  to  be  of  medium  visual  sensitivity; 

•  The  developed  recreation  area  arourxJ  Heritage  Lake 

•  The  cantonment  area  to  the  west  of  the  hangars,  which  includes  White 
Hall,  administrative  buildings,  and  the  officer’s  housing  area 

.  The  golf  course. 

Low  visual  sensitivity  areas  are  those  not  identified  as  of  high  or  medium 
sensitivity.  These  areas  tend  to  have  minimal  landscape  features,  with  little 
change  in  form,  line,  color,  and  texture.  The  portions  of  Chanute  AFB  not 
described  above  are  considered  to  have  low  visual  sensitivity. 

Only  a  few  areas  of  Chanute  AFB  are  readily  visible  from  off  base.  The  west 
side  of  the  base  is  visible  from  U.S.  45,  the  south  side  from  Chandler  Road,  and 
the  southeast  corner  from  Township  Road  1800  East.  Family  housing,  fire 
training  facilities,  jet  engine  test  cells,  and  open  space  can  be  seen  from 
Chandler  Road.  The  test  cells  and  the  north  end  of  the  runway  can  be  seen 
from  Township  Road  1 800  East.  The  runway  and  test  cell  areas  are  of  low 
scenic  quality.  The  institutional  and  residential  areas  of  the  base  are  not  readily 
visible  from  off  base  because  of  mature  trees  located  on  base  next  to  U.S.  45. 

The  agricultural  areas  to  the  south,  east,  and  west  of  the  base  are  generally  of 
low  visual  sensitivity.  The  area  immediately  north  of  the  base,  in  the  Village  of 
Rantoul,  includes  residential,  commercial,  and  public  uses,  which  are  of  medium 
visual  sensitivity. 

The  aesthetics  of  Chanute  AFB,  especially  In  the  main  cantonment  area,  have 
been  enhanced  by  numerous  landscape  projects  through  the  years. 

Ornamental  trees  planted  along  most  of  the  streets  in  this  area  are  now  mature. 
This  portion  of  the  base  has  a  campus-like  atmosphere,  including  brick  veneer 
buildir>gs  up  to  four  stories  high.  New  walkways,  lighting,  landscape  plantings, 
benches,  landscape  furniture,  and  sodding  were  recently  completed  to  the  west 
of  White  Hail  in  the  open  space  area. 
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Other  on-base  improvement  projects  conducted  In  the  19e0s  Indude 
construction  of  the  following  major  buildings: 

•  Meteorological  training  facility 

•  Cold  storage  bunding 

•  Quarters  for  visiting  airmen  and  officers 
■  Housing  supply  and  storage  faculty 

•  Base  exchange 

•  Commissary 

•  Gymnasium 

•  Youth  center 

•  Fire/rescue  training  faculty. 

These  new  buUding  projects  have  been  constructed  using  brick  to  complement 
the  base's  original  brick  buUdings. 

There  are  approximately  447  acres  of  open  space  at  Chanute  AFB,  providing 
different  visually  pleasing  sites  during  the  four  seasons.  The  1 8-hoie  golf  course 
has  mature  tree-lined  fairways,  a  man-made  pond,  and  many  landforms  that 
enhance  the  visual  appeal  of  the  course.  The  base  indudes  a  park  with 
landforms,  an  air  park,  small  trees,  and  a  man-made  pond  called  Heritage  Lake. 
The  area  west  of  White  Halt  is  considered  one  of  the  most  scenic  areas  on  base 
because  it  has  a  campus-like  appearance. 

3.2.4  Transportation 

The  ROI  for  the  transportation  analysis  indudes  the  existing  principal  road,  air, 
and  raU  networks  In  northern  Champaign  and  southern  Ford  counties.  The 
analysis  focuses  on  the  segments  of  the  transportation  networks  In  the  region 
that  serve  as  direct  or  mandatory  indirect  linkages  to  the  base,  and  those  that 
are  commonly  used  by  personnel  at  Chanute  AFB.  The  area  in  the  Immediate 
vicinity  of  the  base  is  of  special  interest. 

3.2.4. 1  Roadways.  Traffic  volumes  typically  are  reported  as  either  the  daily 
number  of  vehicular  movements  In  both  directions  on  a  segment  of  roadway, 
averaged  over  a  full  calendar  year  (average  annual  daily  traffic  [AADT])  or  the 
number  of  vehicular  movements  on  a  road  segment  during  the  average  peak 
hour.  The  average  peak-hour  volume  has  been  determined  to  be  approximately 
10  percent  of  the  AADT  (T ransportation  Research  Board,  1985).  These  values 
are  useful  Indicators  In  determining  the  extent  to  which  the  roadway  segment  Is 
used  and  in  assessing  the  potential  for  congestion  and  other  problems. 

Actual  traffic  conditions  are  generally  reported  in  terms  of  levels  of  service 
(LOS),  rating  factors  that  represent  the  general  freedom  (or  restriction)  of 
movement  on  roadways  (Table  3.2-2).  The  LOS  scale  ranges  from  A  to  F,  with 
LOS  E  representative  of  corxiitions  that,  although  not  favorable  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  motorist,  provide  the  greatest  throughput  per  hour.  Low-volume, 
high-speed,  free-flowing  conditions  tertd  to  be  classified  as  LOS  A.  As  traffic 
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Table  3.2-2.  Road  Transportation  Levels  of  Service 


LOS 

Description 

Criteria  (Voiume/Capacity) 

Freeway  2-Lane  Hlahwav 

A 

Free  flow  with  users  unaffected  by  presence  of 
others  in  traffic  stream. 

0  -  0.35 

0-0.10 

B 

Stable  flow,  but  presence  of  other  users  In 
traffic  stream  becomes  noticeable. 

0.36  -  0.54 

0.11  -0.23 

C 

Stable  flow,  but  operation  of  single  users 
becomes  affected  by  interactions  with  others 
in  traffic  stream. 

0.55  -  0.77 

0.24  -  0.39 

0 

High  density,  but  stable  flow;  speed  and 
freedom  of  movement  are  severely  restricted; 
poor  level  of  comfort  and  convenience. 

0.78  -  0.93 

0.40  -  0.57 

E 

Unstable  flow;  operating  conditions  near 
capacity  with  reduced  speeds,  maneuvering 
difficulty,  and  extremely  poor  levels  of  comfort 
and  convenience. 

0.94-1.00 

0.58  -  0.94 

F 

*  Greater  than. 

Forced  or  breakdown  flow  with  traffic  demand 
exceeding  capacity;  unstable  stop-and-go 
traffic. 

>*1.00 

>*0.94 

Source;  Transportetion  Research  Board,  1985. 

volumes  increase  or  traffic-handling  capacities  along  given  roadways  decrease, 
free-flow  conditions  become  restricted  and  LOS  deteriorates.  LOS  F  represents 
breakdown,  stop-and-go  conditions. 

LOS  values  usually  represent  the  peak-hour  (n^ing  and  evening  "rush  hour”) 
conditions  and  depeixi  on  the  physical  characteristics  of  the  roadway,  traffic 
volumes,  and  the  vehicular  mix  of  traffic,  reported  for  typical  dear-weather 
conditions.  A  common  design  goal  Is  to  provide  peak-hour  service  at  levels  no 
lower  than  LOS  C  or  D.  A  typical  two-lane  rural  highway  will  have  a  maximum 
two-way  design  capacity  of  2,800  passenger  vehides  per  hour.  On  such  roads, 
travel  is  substantially  affected  by  traffic  in  the  opposing  lane,  and  by  curves  and 
hills,  all  of  which  Impair  a  motorist’s  ability  to  pass  safely.  By  contrast,  each 
lane  of  an  interstate  highway  (divided,  with  restricted  access)  will  provide  a 
capacity  of  about  2,000  vehides  under  a  wide  range  of  conditions.  In  urban  or 
suburban  settings,  the  capacity  of  signalized  intersections  that  restrict  traffic 
flow  influences  LOS  more  than  the  capacity  of  a  roadway  segment.  LOS  ratings 
presented  in  the  remainder  of  this  subsection  are  determined  by  (1)  peak-hour 
traffic  volumes  and  capacity  for  highways  and  open  rural  roads  and 
(2)  intersection  volumes  and  capacities  for  urban  and  suburban  road  segments. 

Existing  road  and  highway  conditions  are  described  at  three  levels:  (1)  regional, 
representing  the  major  links  within  Champaign  County;  (2)  local,  representing 
Rantoui  and  Its  surroundings;  and  (3)  on  base. 

Regional.  The  region  surrounding  Chanute  AFB  and  the  Village  of  Rantoui  is 
served  by  an  extensive  network  of  Interstate,  U.S.,  and  state  highways  and 
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county  roads  (Figure  3.2-5).  1-57  provides  direct  access  between  Rantoul  and 
Champaign-Urbana  (14  mites  to  the  south)  and  Chicago  (120  miles  to  the 
north).  From  Champaign-Urbana,  1-74  links  the  region  with  Indianapolis  to  the 
east  and  Bloomington  and  Peoria  to  the  northwest.  1-72  provides  access  from 
Champaign-Urbana  to  Springfield  to  the  southwest.  U.S.  45,  which  roughly 
parallels  1-57,  also  connects  Chanute  AFB  and  Rantoul  with  Chicago,  and 
provides  convenient  four-lane  divided  highway  access  to  the  county  seat  at 
Urbana  to  the  south. 

Service  levels  on  regional  roads  currently  are  comparatively  good  (free-flowing) 
on  road  segments  outside  the  influence  of  urban-commuting  traffic.  These 
conditions  are  expected  to  be  unchanged  at  base  closure.  Intercity  traffic  in  the 
region  is  generally  unrestricted  and  the  rural  sections  of  the  regional-service 
roads  can  be  assumed  to  provide  acceptable  levels  of  service. 

Local.  Figures  o.2-6  and  3.2-7  show  the  general  local  road  network  now  in 
place  and  projected  to  be  in  place  at  the  time  of  base  closure  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB.  1-57  runs  north-to-south, 
west  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB.  U.S.  136  (Champaign  Avenue  to  the  west 
and  Grove  Avenue  to  the  east)  bisects  the  Village  of  Rantoul  from  east  to  west; 
U.S.  45  (Century  Boulevard)  crosses  the  Village  from  north  to  south  and 
provides  access  from  western  Rantoul  onto  Chanute  AFB.  Maplewood  Drive 
provides  access  from  eastern  Rantoul  onto  Chanute  AFB  through  the  base's 
East  Gate.  The  base  is  bounded  on  the  south  by  Chandler  Road  and  roughly 
on  the  east  by  Township  Road  1800  East,  which  is  the  extension  of  Paxton 
Road  south  of  U.S.  136. 

Preclosure  (1986-1989)  and  closure  (1993)  peak-hour  traffic  volumes, 
capacities,  and  LOS  on  key  community  roadways  are  shown  in  Figure  3.2-8. 

The  figure  also  shows  the  distribution  of  traffic  to  and  from  Chanute  AFB  when 
the  East  and  West  gates  were  open.  U.S.  45  north  of  Tanner  (U.S.  45  North), 
U.S.  45  south  of  Tanner  (U.S.  45  South),  Maplewood  Drive,  Chandler  Road,  and 
Township  Road  1800  East  are  identified  for  this  study  as  key  community  roads 
because  these  roads  would  provide  direct  access  to  the  Chanute  AFB  area 
upon  reuse.  Peak-hour  traffic  volumes  on  U.S.  45  and  U.S.  136  are  relatively 
low  (less  than  500  vehicles)  near  and  outside  the  Village  limits.  Local  Rantoul 
and  base  traffic  constitutes  a  substantial  portion  of  local  traffic  loads  (Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation,  1986).  These  peak-hour  volumes  are  generally 
higher  on  road  segments  within  the  village  center.  Currently,  the  peak-hour 
volume  on  U.S.  45  North  in  central  Rantoul  near  Chanute  AFB’s  North  Gate  is 
nearly  1 ,400  vehicles  per  hour.  Peak-hour  traffic  volume  on  Maplewood  Drive 
north  of  the  base  is  about  900  vehicles  per  hour.  Peak-hour  volume  on  U.S.  45 
South  leading  out  of  Rantoul  is  nearly  1,900  vehicles  per  hour.  Traffic  on  rural 
Chandler  Road  and  Township  Road  1800  East  is  extremely  sparse  (Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation,  1986, 1989). 
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Traffic  In  the  Immediate  Rantoul  vicinity  Is  controlled  by  signalized  Intersections 
at  nine  locations.  Signals  were  also  Installed  at  the  entrance  to  the  presently 
unused  West  Gate  of  Chanute  AFB,  but  have  been  removed.  The  three  signals 
nearest  the  North  Gate  currently  are  estimated  to  provide  service  at  LOS  C  or 
better,  indicating  satisfactory  operations  under  current  traffic  conditions. 

By  1993,  peak  traffic  volumes  on  key  community  roads  will  be  substantially 
reduced  as  a  result  of  base  closure.  Because  on-base  residential  trip  sources 
and  employment  trip  destinations  will  be  almost  entirely  eliminated,  peak  traffic 
volumes  on  all  key  community  roads  except  Township  Road  1 800  East  and 
Chandler  Road  will  decrease  substantially  (see  Figure  3.2-8).  Peak  traffic 
volumes  throughout  the  Village  of  Rantoul  would  also  be  reduced  to  some 
extent. 

Chanute  AFB.  Access  onto  the  base  is  currently  gained  through  the  North 
Gate  arKi  the  East  Gate.  The  North  Gate,  which  connects  Century  Boulevard 
(U.S.  45)  with  Eagle  Drive  on  base,  is  open  24  hours  a  day.  The  East  Gate, 
which  provides  access  to  Maplewood  Drive  from  the  northeast  housing  and 
recreational  areas,  is  open  only  during  morning  and  evening  rush  hours. 

There  are  40  miles  of  roads  on  the  base,  concentrated  in  the  western  one-third 
and  northern  edge  of  the  base.  Eagle  Drive  and  Galaxy  Street  are  the  key 
north-south  roads  on  the  base;  Borman  Drive,  Old  Main  Road,  and  Rying  Fort 
Street  are  key  east-west  roads.  Even  prior  to  restriction  of  access  through  the 
East  Gate,  the  greatest  traffic  volume  on  base  was  on  Eagle  Drive  just  inside  the 
North  Gate  (greater  than  1,300  vehicles  per  hour).  There  are  no  signalized 
Intersections  on  the  base. 

The  roads,  which  are  maintained  by  the  Air  Force,  are  paved  exclusively  with 
bituminous  concrete.  These  roads  have  been  resurfaced  frequently  to  repair 
damage  caused  primarily  by  climatic  conditions;  areas  traveled  by  heavy  trucks 
show  no  damage  from  overweight  loads. 

Figure  3.2-9  shows  preclosure  (1987)  and  closure  (1993)  peak-hour  traffic 
volumes,  capacities,  and  LOS  for  the  five  key  on-base  roads.  Upon  closure, 
there  would  be  minimal  traffic  on  on-base  roadways  because  they  would  be 
used  only  by  the  50-person  disposal  management  team  and  others.  Eagle  Drive 
to  U.S.  45  North  would  be  the  only  access  point. 

3.2.4.2  Airspace/AIr  Traffic.  The  ROI  considered  for  this  airspace  analysis  Is 
an  area  delegated  to  the  Champaign  Terminal  Radar  Approach  Control 
(TRACON)  facility  by  the  Chicago  Air  Route  Traffic  Control  Center.  This  area 
(Figure  3.2-10)  exterxls  from  the  surface  to  10,000  feet  above  mean  sea  level 
(MSL),  except  In  Area  B  to  the  northwest,  which  begins  at  6,000  feet  MSL  The 
Champaign  TRACON  is  responsible  for  air  traffic  control  services  within  the 
lateral  and  vertical  boundaries  of  the  ROI  approach  control  area.  This 
responsibility  Includes  airport  traffic  as  well  as  other  air  traffic  transiting  through 
this  airspace. 
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The  airfield  at  Chanute  AFB  has  been  inactive  since  1971 .  Helicopter  and  light 
civil  aircraft  operations  are  conducted  at  the  base  on  a  restricted-permission 
only  basis  and  normally  average  only  one  or  two  flights  a  month.  These  flights 
are  primarily  conducted  by  the  IDOT.  Upon  base  closure,  the  limited  number  of 
aircraft  operations  at  Chanute  AFB  would  continue.  There  are  no  air  traffic 
control  facilities,  navigational  aids,  instrument  approaches,  or  designated 
airspace  established  at  Chanute  AFB.  Roberts  very  high  frequency 
omni-directional  range  tactical  air  control  (VORTAC),  a  ground  facility  20  statute 
miles  north  of  Chanute  AFB,  provides  course  and  distance  information.  Radar 
traffic  advisories  can  be  provided  to  aircraft  operating  at  the  base  upon  request 
from  the  Champaign  TRACON.  Four  civil  airports  are  located  within  the  vicinity 
of  the  base  (Figure  3.2-10);  their  current  and  projected  annual  aircraft 
operations  are  shown  in  Table  3.2-3.  These  projections  are  based  on  a 
1  -percent  annual  increase  in  flight  operations. 

Table  3.2-3.  Existing  and  Projected  Annual  Aircraft  Operations  for  Civii 
Airports  in  Vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB 


Willard 


Frasca 


Paxton 


Gibson  City 


Although  several  Federal  airways  transit  the  ROI,  V-429  is  the  only  one  within 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB  (Figure  3.2-10).  Airway  V-429,  which 
transits  in  a  north-south  direction  west  of  the  base  (Figure  3.2-10),  is  utilized 
primarily  by  air  traffic  enroute  betv  len  the  Chicago  airports  and  Champaign 
airport.  The  m;i  limum  altitude  for  instrument  flight  rules  (IFR)  traffic  on  the  ROI 
portion  of  the  airway  is  3,000  feet  MSL  Aircraft  operations  on  this  airway  below 
10,000  feet  MSL  average  about  six  to  eight  flights  per  day,  and  are  generally  air 
taxi  flights  between  the  Champaign  and  Chicago  airports.  In  1993,  air  traffic  on 
V-429  within  the  approach  control  airspace  is  expected  to  increase  to  10  to  15 
flights  per  day. _ _ 

Overall,  the  volume  of  IFR  and  visual  flight  rules  (VFR)  aircraft  operations  within 
the  ROI,  both  at  the  airports  and  in  transit  through  this  airspace,  is  low  to 
moderate.  Many  of  these  operations  are  conducted  by  student  pilots  training  at 
the  University  of  Illinois-Willard  Airport  (Champaign).  This  training  primarily 
consists  of  VFR  flight  in  the  local  vicinity  and  touch-and-go  training  at  the 
airport. 

The  closure  baseline  for  the  ROI  airspace  structure  is  expected  to  remain  the 
same  as  existing  conditions.  There  would  continue  to  be  no  requirement  for  air 
traffic  control  or  airport  designated  airspace  at  Chanute  AFB.  No  other  actions 
or  significant  airport  development  are  anticipated  within  the  Champaign 
approach  control  area  or  at  any  of  the  airports  in  the  ROI  that  would  change  the 
existing  corvjitions.  Similarly,  modifications  to  established  airspace  areas  are 
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not  normally  required  unless  an  action  Is  so  extensive  and  significant  that 
changes  are  necessary  to  enhance  safety  and  the  control  Oi  air  traffic.  Such 
changes  typically  involve  lateral  and/or  vertical  adjustments  to  approach  control 
areas. 

There  are  several  public  and  private  airports  within  the  Champaign  approach 
control  area.  Only  those  at  Champaign,  Urbana,  Paxton,  and  Gibson  City  are 
considered  relevant  to  this  study  based  on  their  proximity  to  Chanute  AFB,  level 
of  aircraft  operations,  and  the  existence  of  Instrument  approach  flight 
procedures  at  each  of  these  airfields. 

Willard  Airport  (Champaign),  20  statute  miles  south  of  Chanute  AFB,  is  a  fully 
operational  airfield  with  a  control  tower,  radar  approach  control,  and 
navigational  aids.  An  Airport  Radar  Service  Area  (ARSA)  is  established  around 
the  Willard  Airport  (see  Figure  3.2-10).  An  ARSA  is  a  regulatory  type  of  airspace 
wherein  mandatory  air  traffic  control  sequencing,  separation,  artd  traffic 
advisory  services  are  required,  as  appropriate,  for  ail  IFR  and  VFR  aircraft.  The 
ARSA  extends  from  the  surface  to  4,800  feet  MSL  within  the  Inner  circle,  with 
outer  segments  extending  from  2,400  feet  and  2,800  feet,  respectively,  to  4,800 
feet  MSL  Chanute  AFB  lies  outside  of  the  ARSA;  therefore,  air  traffic  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  base  is  unaffected  by  the  mandatory  requirements  of  this  airspace 
area. 

Other  designated  areas  at  Willard  include  an  airport  traffic  area  (control  tower 
operative  airspace)  and  a  charted  control  zone  and  transition  area,  which 
protect  airspace  for  ILS  and  very  high  frequertcy  omni-directional  range  (VOR) 
approach  procedures.  This  airport  has  three  active  runways  and  primarily 
serves  six  commercial  air  carrier  services  and  general  aviation  aircraft.  Including 
those  associated  with  the  University  of  Illinois  training  activities. 

Frasca  Airfield  (Urbana)  is  a  general  aviatbn  airfield  1 1  statute  miles  south  of 
Chanute  AFB  and  8  miles  northeast  of  Willard  Airport.  This  is  a  low-volume 
airfield  with  no  air  traffic  control  facilities.  Champaign  TRACON  provides  radar 
air  traffic  control  services  to  Frasca  and  a  VOR  instrument  approach  is 
established  to  the  airfield.  Protective  airspace  for  this  approach  Is  provided  by  a 
charted  control  zone  and  transition  area. 

Paxton  Field,  10  statute  miles  north  of  Chanute  AFB,  is  primarily  a  general 
aviation  airfield.  Air  traffic  control  services  are  available  only  through  the 
Champaign  TRACON  and  a  VOR  approach  is  established,  as  well,  to  this 
airport  A  control  zone  aixl  transition  area  also  encompass  this  airfield. 

Gibson  City  Airport  is  15  statute  miles  northwest  of  Chanute  AFB  and  has  a  VOR 
approach,  an  associated  control  zone  and  transition  area,  and  no  air  traffic 
control  facilities.  Champaign  TRACON  also  provides  approach  services  to  this 
general  aviation  airfield. 
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As  Indicated  above,  the  Champaign  TRACON  provides  approach  control 
services  to  the  airports  within  its  delegated  airspace.  Therefore,  although  the 
VOR  approaches  to  each  airport  may  not  conflict,  the  TRACON  Is  responsible 
for  and  has  the  capability  to  ensure  that  aircraft  operating  simultaneously  on 
these  approach  courses  are  properly  separated  from  one  another. 

3.2.4.3  Air  Transportation.  Air  transportation  includes  passenger  travel  by 
commercial  airline  and  charter  flights,  business  and  recreational  travel  by 
private  (general)  aviation,  and  priority  package  and  freight  delivery  by 
commercial  and  other  carriers.  Commercial  passenger  service  is  available  in 
the  region  from  the  University  of  Illinois-Willard  Airport,  approximately  20  miles 
southwest  of  Chanute  AFB.  The  airport  is  owned  and  operated  by  the  University 
of  Illinois.  Six  airlines  provide  direct  service  from  Champaign  to  Chicago, 
Dayton,  Indianapolis,  Miami,  and  St.  Louis.  In  1988,  the  airport  processed 
177,000  enplaned  passengers  artd  157,900  total  operations  (Coffman 
Associates,  1989).  It  is  estimated  that  about  9  percent  of  the  total  number  of 
passengers  serviced  by  the  airport  in  1988  were  directly  related  to  Chanute 
AFB.  Upon  closure,  the  base  would  contribute  few  passengers  to  the  Willard 
Airport. 

General  aviation  facilities  are  also  available  at  Frasca  Field  in  Urbana  and  at 
Paxton  Field  in  Paxton.  Because  the  primary  market  for  air  transportation 
service  Is  the  Champaign-Urbana  metropolitan  area,  only  minor  changes.  If  any, 
in  the  availability  of  services  or  facilities  are  expected  to  result  directly  from  base 
closure. 

3.2.4.4  Light  Emissions.  Upon  closure,  there  will  be  no  major  sources  of  light 
emissions  at  Chanute  AFB  that  will  interfere  with  operations  or  vehicular  travel. 
As  previously  discussed,  no  visual  guidance  systems  are  currently  in  operation 
on  the  existing  runways  at  Chanute  AFB. 

3.2.4.5  Railroads.  Illinois  is  served  by  approximately  8,300  miles  of  railroad 
track  (the  greatest  mileage  of  any  state  except  Texas)  and  more  than  40  railroad 
companies  (Rand  McNally,  1985).  Chicago,  historically  the  nation's  largest  hub 
for  railroad  services,  lies  approximately  120  miles  north  of  Chanute  AFB  and 
Rantoul.  The  nearest  connection  to  the  south  is  at  Champaign-Urbana. 

A  main  north-south  line  of  the  ICR  between  Centralia  and  Chicago  parallels 
U.S.  45  arxi  passes  immediately  west  of  Chanute  AFB,  traversing  western 
Rantoul.  This  line  provides  both  freight  service  and  AMTRAK  passenger  service. 
Two  AMTRAK  trains  per  day  each  way  provide  daily  passenger  service  at  the 
Rantoul  Station  (AMTRAK,  1990).  By  1993,  no  change  in  local  or  regional  rail 
service  availability  is  expected  as  a  direct  result  of  base  closure. 

A  spur  from  the  ICR  enters  Chanute  AFB  near  the  base's  northwest  comer  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  North  Gate;  the  spur  extends  for  approximately  0.6  mile  eastward 
along  the  northern  base  boundary.  Although  the  spur  Is  not  currently  In  use.  It 
was  inspected  by  representatives  of  the  ICR  on  13  July  1990  (Illinois  Central 
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Railroad,  1990).  The  trackage  inside  the  gate  was  found  to  be  in  excellent 
condition  and  able  to  handie  any  axle  ioading  required.  The  Trailer-On-Flat-Car 
ramp  was  also  deemed  in  excellent  condition  and  ready  for  immediate  use. 

3.2.5  Utilities 

The  utility  systems  addressed  in  this  EIS  include  the  facilities  and  infrastructure 
used  for; 

•  Potable  water  pumping,  treatment,  storage,  and  distribution 

•  Wastewater  collection  and  treatment 

•  Solid  waste  collection  and  disposal 

•  Energy  generation  and  distribution,  including  electrical  energy  and 
hydrocarbon  fuels  (e.g.,  coal  and  natural  gas). 

The  ROI  for  utilities  includes  systems  serving  Chanute  AFB  as  well  as  the 
surrounding  community  In  Rantoul.  The  major  attributes  of  utility  systems  in  the 
ROI  are  processing  and  distribution  capacities,  storage  capacities,  average 
daily  consumption,  peak  demand,  and  related  factors  required  in  making  a 
determination  of  the  adequacy  of  such  systems  to  provide  service  in  the  future. 

3.2.5. 1  Water  Supply.  The  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB  presently  have 
independent  water  supply  systems.  Rantoul  previously  supplied  the  base  with 
potable  water,  and  the  supply  lines  to  the  base  are  still  in  existence,  although 
normally  closed  and  unused  except  in  response  to  emergencies.  Total  annual 
water  production  over  the  past  5  years  for  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB  and  a 
projection  of  annual  water  production  from  1991  to  the  time  of  closure  are 
shown  in  Figure  3.2-1 1 .  The  projection  assumes  that  water  use  declines  in 
proportion  to  the  reduction  in  population,  both  on  Chanute  AFB  and  in  Rantoul. 

Rantoul.  The  water  treatment  and  distribution  system  of  Rantoul  provides 
potable  water  throughout  the  Village  of  Rantoul.  The  treatment  facilities  (Village 
cf  Rantoul  Water  Treatment  Plant)  are  in  the  western  part  of  the  Village,  west  of 
the  ICR  tracks  and  north  of  U.S.  136.  The  primary  source  of  water  Is  five  deep 
wells,  three  on  the  treatment  plant  property  and  two  others  to  the  southwest 
along  U.S.  136. 

The  water  treatment  plant  has  a  design  capacity  of  3.2  MGD,  and  the  system 
Includes  a  storage  capacity  of  1 .5  million  gallons.  Input  raw  water  Is  aerated, 
treated,  filtered,  fluoridated,  chlorinated,  and  then  distributed  or  stored.  Except 
for  Iron,  input  water  quality  meets  drinking  water  standards,  and  iron  is  reduced 
to  negligible  levels  in  the  treatment  process.  Illinois  Public  Water  Supply 
standards  meet  or  exceed  federal  primary  standards  Issued  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA).  Data  for  the  water  year  ending 
September  1990  indicate  an  average  potable  water  delivery  from  the  plant  of 
1 .2  MGD,  corresponding  to  a  reserve  capacity  of  2.0  MGD.  MontNy  averages  of 
maximum  and  minimum  daily  consumption  for  that  period  were  1 .4  and 

1.1  MGD,  respectively. 

_  I 
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The  potable  water  system  is  expected  to  be  unchanged  in  1993.  No 
modifications  in  plant  equipment  or  changes  in  staffing  are  planned.  Mutual  aid 
emergency  support  from  the  Chanute  APB  water  system  is  expected  to  remain 
available  if.  as  planned,  that  system  remains  in  service  upon  base  closure. 

Chanute  AFB.  Chanute  APB’s  water  treatment  and  distribution  system  consists 
of  three  distinct  but  interconnected  subsystems,  each  with  its  own  source, 
treatment  facility,  elevated  storage,  and  distribution  network.  Water  is  pumped 
from  nine  water  wells  on  base,  each  rated  at  500  gallons  per  minute  (gpm).  The 
wells  are  12  inches  in  diameter  and  range  in  depth  from  275  to  290  feet.  Seven 
wells  with  40-horsepower  (hp)  submersible  pumps,  and  two  wells  with  40-hp 
turbine  pumps  serve  the  system.  Water  treatment  for  the  system  serving  the 
industrial  area  of  the  base  (primarily  the  buildii^gs  with  numbers  in  the  900s)  and 
providing  irrigation  water  for  the  golf  course  consists  of  chlorination  (for 
disinfection)  only.  Water  treatment  for  th  other  two  systems  includes  aeration 
and  pressure  filtration,  zeolite  softening,  fluoridation,  and  ionization.  These 
systems  supply  all  other  areas  of  the  base. 

The  three  water  treatment  plants  have  nominal  capacities  of  845,  2,786,  and 
1 ,000  gpm.  The  corresponding  daily  rates  are  estimated  at  1 .01 , 3.34,  and 
1 .44  MGD,  assuming  20  hours  of  daily  operation  for  the  first  two  systems  and 
24  hours  of  operation  for  the  third  with  both  pumps  operating  (EDAW  et  al., 
1990).  The  corresponding  total  capacity  of  approximately  5.8  MGD  is  more 
than  adequate  to  supply  the  average  daily  use  of  about  2.2  MGD,  which  has 
ranged  from  about  1.3  to  3.9  MGD  in  recent  years.  Base  water  use  is  also 
subject  to  substantial  seasonal  variations. 

Four  elevated  water  storage  tanks  are  in  service  on  the  base.  Conditions  and 
capacities  are  shown  in  Table  3.2-4. 


Table  3.2-4.  Water  Storage  Tank  Characteristics 


Facility 

Number 

Capacity 

(Gallons) 

Year 

Built 

Current 

Condition 

120 

500,000 

1940 

Good 

122 

1,000,000 

1958 

Good 

44 

300,000 

1942 

Fair 

968 

300.000 

1954 

Good 

Total  Capacity 

2,100,000 

Sourc«;  EDAW  ttal..  1990. 


All  of  the  elevated  tanks  have  reportedly  deteriorated  as  a  result  of  corrosion. 
Elevated  tank  120  is  equipped  with  cathodic  protection.  Major  renovations  to 
elevated  tank  44,  including  a  new  roof,  would  be  required  if  the  tank  is  to  remain 
in  useful  service  for  the  next  20  years  or  more.  None  of  the  elevated  tanks  have 
heating  systems  to  prevent  the  water  from  freezing. 


3-30 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


The  water  distribution  system  consists  of  approximately  150,000  linear  feet  of 
4-  to  12-inch  mains  throughout  the  base.  The  system  is  looped  for  proper 
distribution.  Ten-Inch  water  mains  around  the  hangar  area  and  weather  building 
provide  adequate  fire  flows  to  those  areas.  The  system  serving  the  900  area 
and  the  golf  course  is  connected  to  the  two  others  by  an  8-inch  main  running  on 
the  northeast  side  of  the  golf  course.  This  system,  including  its  weiis,  water 
mains,  pumping  faciiitles,  and  elevated  tank  can  be  disconnected  and  taken  out 
of  service  without  a  major  disruption  to  the  other  two  systems.  The  system  is  in 
good  condition  and  provides  adequate  service  to  all  parts  of  the  base. 

Present  water  supply,  treatment,  and  distribution  facilities  are  more  than 
adequate  to  meet  present  needs  on  base.  Water  quality  on  base  is  good. 
Conventional  water  softening  techniques  presently  in  place  are  efficient  and 
provide  a  quality  product.  If  required,  the  present  well  system  on  base  is 
capable  of  producing  about  6.5  MGD  with  all  nine  500-gpm  wells  operating. 
Wells  can  be  operated  intermittently  on  an  as-needed  basis  without  affecting  the 
Integrity  of  the  equipment. 

Because  the  base  was  developed  for  single-ownership  operation,  the 
distribution  system  is  not  consistently  located  within  designated  utility  corridors, 
a  condition  that  applies  generally  to  all  utilities.  Presently,  none  of  the  water 
usage  is  metered  at  any  building  or  facility.  Many  of  the  larger  buildings  likely 
have  several  points  of  connection  to  the  distribution  system.  Water  availability 
for  routine  and  emergency  services  should  remain  relatively  unaffected  by  base 
closure,  although  consumption  will  be  sharply  reduced,  and  it  Is  possible  that 
one  or  more  wells  would  be  closed.  Water  use  at  Chanute  AFB  at  the  time  of 
closure  is  assumed  to  be  15,000  gallons  per  day  (gpd),  based  on  use  by  an 
estimated  50  persons  for  a  ^riety  of  maintenance  and  support  activities. 

3.2.5.2  Wastewater  Treatment.  Although  Chanute  AFB  historically  has 
maintained  its  own  wastewater  treatment  facilities,  since  1988  the  base’s 
wastewater  has  been  processed  at  the  Rantoul  WWTP.  The  two  treatment 
plants  on  the  base  are  being  maintained,  but  are  not  operating.  The  Air  Force 
contributed  approximately  10.5  million  dollars  to  the  construction  of  the  WWTP. 
The  Air  Force  retains  no  part  of  ownership  or  control  in  return  for  Its 
contribution,  but  pays  at  a  reduced  rate  for  use  of  the  WWTP.  Historic  and 
projected  wastewater  treatment  for  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB  are  shown  In 
Figure  3.2-12.  By  the  erxj  of  1993,  wastewater  flow  from  the  base  is  assumed  to 
be  55  percent  of  the  average  historic  flow  (from  1986  through  September  1990), 
mainly  consisting  of  inflow/infiltration. 

Rantoul.  The  wastewater  coiiection  system  for  the  Village  of  Rantoul  has 
approximately  198,700  feet  of  sewer.  The  original  sewer  network,  constructed 
around  1940,  accounts  for  approximately  one-third  of  the  existing  system.  The 
original  system  was  constructed  of  day  pipe  using  oakum-mortar  joint  material, 
arxi  was  tributary  to  the  old  treatment  plant.  The  system  has  been  continuously 
expanded  by  the  Village  and  private  developers.  In  1954,  the  30-inch  diameter 
Southside  Interceptor  and  the  EastskJe  Treatment  Plant  were  constructed,  and 
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the  old  treatment  plant  was  abandoned.  The  Northside  Interceptor  was 
constructed  in  1965  and  the  Westside  Interceptor  in  1968. 

The  Rantoul  wastewater  collection  system  is  expected  to  be  unchanged  by  the 
end  of  1993.  Some  flow  reduction  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of  base  closure,  but 
the  effects  should  be  spread  throughout  the  system.  No  area  of  the  wastewater 
collection  system  Is  anticipated  to  be  affected  to  a  point  at  which  changes  in 
operation  or  maintenance  would  be  required.  Influent  to  the  WWTP  is  subjected 
to  heavy  particle  (grit)  removal,  larger  particles  are  reduced  in  size,  settleable 
solids  and  floatable  greases  are  separated  in  primary  clarifiers,  and  the  primary 
effluent  is  routed  to  secondary  treatment  In  packed  towers.  There, 
microorganisms  reduce  the  biochemical  oxygen  demarKi  of  the  primary  effluent 
to  acceptable  levels.  The  effluent  is  then  settled,  filtered  through  rapid  sand 
filters,  chlorinated,  and  discharged  into  a  man-made  drainage  ditch,  an 
unnamed  tributary  of  the  Upper  Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch.  The  man-made 
receiving  ditch  is  classified  as  a  stream  with  a  7-day,  10-year  low  flow  of  zero. 
Therefore,  the  plant  effluent  must  meet  stream  standards.  Operation 
consistently  meets  the  requirements  of  the  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permit  issued  for  the  Rantoul  WWTP.  Ultimate 
discharge  is  to  the  Vermilion  River.  Solid  waste  (sludge)  from  the  process  is 
digested  and/or  dewatered  and  landfilled.  There  is  considerable  duplication  of 
facilities  in  order  to  provide  adequate  processing  capacity. 

Because  of  infiltration/infiow  conditions  in  the  collection  systems  feeding  the 
plant,  inflows  exceed  plant  capacity  during  storm  and  other  severe  wet-weather 
conditions.  The  plant  consequently  is  provided  with  a  storm  water  diversion 
structure  and  storm  water  lagoon,  where  wastewater  Is  stored  temporarily 
before  being  removed  and  processed  when  inflows  fall  within  normal  ranges.  A 
1 978  infiltration/inflow  analysis  for  the  Village  proper  concluded  that  elimination 
of  infiltration/inflow  was  not  cost  effective. 

Some  types  of  contaminants  can  pass  through  a  conventional  treatment  plant 
virtually  unchanged,  whereas  others  can  cause  major  disruptions  in  plant 
operation.  To  prevent  such  undesirable  conditions  from  arising,  both  federal 
and  State  of  Illinois  regulations  require  pretreatment  of  the  effluent  by  a  wide 
range  of  specified  processes.  Operators  of  publicly-owned  treatment  plants 
must  establish  a  monitoring  program  to  ensure  that  the  urKfesirable  materials 
are  not  discharged  into  the  wastewater  stream  and  that  required  pretreatment 
standards  are  being  met.  To  prevent  deterioration  In  effluent  quality  or  damage 
to  the  treatment  process  (system  upset),  the  Village  of  Rantoul  has  established 
and  enforces  a  Sewer  Use  Ordinance  that  establishes  pretreatment  and 
monitoring  requirements  for  wastewater  discharges  into  the  system. 

Base  closure  may  result  in  reductions  in  the  amount  of  influent  wastewater 
received  by  the  Rantoul  WWTP.  Data  for  1990,  the  latest  year  of  record,  show 
an  overall  daily  average  flow  of  4.2  MGD  to  the  plant;  of  this  flow,  2.4  MGD  was 
contributed  by  Rantoul  and  1 .8  MGD  (43  percent)  was  contributed  by  Chanute 
AFB.  A  substantial  amount  of  this  average  flow  represents  contributions  from 
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inflow/lnfiltratlon,  which  can  contribute  60  percent  or  nx>re  of  the  flow  during 
heavy  rains.  Over  the  same  1-year  period,  the  daily  flow  contributed  to  the 
WWTP  by  the  Viilage  of  Rantoul,  averaged  over  one  month,  varied  from  a  low  of 
1 .0  MGD  to  a  high  of  3.7  MGO.  It  is  expected  that  base  closure  without  reuse 
would  result  In  the  loss  of  about  50  percent  of  the  average  daily  flow  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1990c). 

The  overall  average  flow  of  4.2  MGD  for  FY 1990  was  high,  largely  because  this 
was  the  second  wettest  rainy  season  on  record.  Without  the  Increased 
infiltratiorv'inflow  contributed  by  the  rains  to  the  wastewater  flow,  the  WWTP  and 
its  collection  system  would  have  experienced  low  flow  problems.  The  Rantoul 
WWTP  was  placed  in  servrice  in  1986.  It  is  located  immediately  north  of  Grove 
Avenue  at  the  eastern  Village  limit.  The  Rantoul  WWTP  currently  serves  the 
corporate  area  of  the  Viilage  of  Rantoul  including  Chanute  AFB.  It  had  an 
original  design  capacity  of  4.33  MGD  Average  Daily  Dry  Weather  Row  and 
8.65  MGD  Peak  Daily  Dry  Weather  Row.  The  WWTP  was  expected  to  receive 
3.0  MGD  initially  with  a  reserve  capacity  of  1 .33  MGD  for  growth;  however,  the 
WWTP  and  its  collection  system  have  not  operated  efficiently  at  flows  below  the 
levels  of  1990.  With  no  change  in  population,  the  WWTP  is  in  need  of 
improvements  to  efficiently  treat  the  wastewater  flow.  Prior  to  1 993,  temporary 
minor  adjustments  and  a  higher  degree  of  maintenartce  than  is  commottiy 
necessary  may  be  required  to  provide  adequate  treatment  of  the  reduced 
influent  flow  reliably  and  economically,  and  without  violation  of  any  applicable 
regulations.  The  specific  steps  necessary  to  achieve  this  erxj  are  being 
evaluated.  In  the  ROD  on  the  base  closure  EIS  (U.S.  Air  Force,  I990d;  see 
Appendix  B),  the  Air  Force  committed  to  help  In  the  process. 

Chanute  AFB.  Wastewater  generated  by  activities  on  Chanute  AFB  is  collected 
by  a  system  comprising  approximately  139,000  linear  feet  of  sanitary  sewers, 
and  is  then  routed  to  the  Rantoul  WWTP  for  treatment  and  disposal.  Because  of 
the  relatively  level  topography  on  base,  force  mains  as  well  as  gravity  sewers 
are  required,  and  the  system  includes  24  pump  stations  for  this  purpose.  (A 
force  main  is  a  system  in  which  wastewater  is  accumulated  in  a  “wet  weil”  and  Is 
then  pumped  into  a  sewer  line.  Such  systems  provide  service  where  gravity 
flow  is  not  feasible.)  Most  of  the  collected  wastewater  is  pumped  to  the 
treatment  plant  through  a  20-inch-dlameter  force  main  that  starts  at  Eagle  and 
Heritage  drives,  goes  east  toward  the  base  boundary,  then  north  to  the  Rantoul 
WWTP.  Some  wastewater  generated  by  the  housing  area  at  the  northwest  part 
of  the  base  reaches  the  WWTP  by  gravity  flow. 

There  are  two  unused  (since  1988)  wastewater  treatment  plants  on  base.  One 
of  these  plants  is  in  the  industrial  area  in  the  southeast  part  of  the  base,  the 
other  is  at  Eagle  and  Heritage  drives.  The  main  pumping  stations  of  the 
force-main  system  are  located  at  these  plant  sites.  Some  wastewater  generated 
on  base  must  pass  several  lift  stations  before  reaching  one  of  these  main 
stations.  The  on-base  collection  system  is  subject  to  inflltration/inflow,  a 
condition  common  to  systems  of  its  age  in  central  Illinois  (EDAW  et  al.,  1990). 
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3.2.5.3  Solid  Waste.  Solid  waste  from  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB 
currently  is  disposed  of  in  a  landfill  operated  by  the  Village.  This  landfill  is  in  a 
hilly  area  approximately  3  miles  northeast  in  Ludlow  Township,  immediately 
west  of  the  Ludlow/Hardwood  Township  border.  The  natural  geology  of  this 
area  provides  a  clay  soil  bottom  liner  more  than  50  feet  thick,  providing  a  barrier 
between  the  landfilled  wastes  arxJ  local  groundwater.  The  facility  is  designated 
as  a  Qass  II  larxlfill,  suitable  for  the  disposal  of  non-hazardous  and  general 
municipal  waste.  It  was  placed  in  service  in  1969,  and  was  first  permitted  by  the 
Illinois  EPA  (lEPA)  in  1975.  No  Illinois-classified  special  waste  or  construction 
debris  is  accepted  at  the  larxjfill.  Construction  debris  has  been  accepted  on  a 
case-by-case  basis,  but  is  generally  prohibited  because  of  volume. 
Asbestos-containing  debris  cannot  be  accepted  by  the  Rantoul  larxjfill,  because 
it  is  classified  as  a  special  waste.  It  has  not  been  previously  permitted,  and 
cannot  be  permitted  now  because  of  the  restrictions  of  the  Illinois  Solid  and 
Special  Waste  Management  Regulations,  which  prohibit  new  special  waste 
streams. 

Private  haulers  serve  a  total  of  approximately  35,000  individual  customers  in  the 
area,  who  currently  generate  approximately  95,000  cubic  yards  of  waste  per 
year.  Chanute  AFB  contributes  approximately  30  percent  of  the  total  wastes.  A 
composting  program  was  begun  in  1988,  arxj  a  recyciing  program  is  currentiy 
in  place.  The  Village  of  Rantoul  has  indicated  that  it  v/ould  not  accept  packing, 
crating,  and  other  wastes  generated  from  Chanute  AFB  related  to  its 
closure/moving  activities  during  the  next  few  years. 

In  March  of  1991,  and  in  accordance  with  recent  revisions  in  Illinois  EPA 
regulations,  the  Viiiage  of  Rantoul  notified  the  Illinois  EPA  of  its  revised  available 
capacity  estimates  for  the  Rantoul  Municipal  Landfill  and  of  its  intent  to  close  the 
site  by  April  1995.  Additionally,  Rantoul  has  indicated  that  it  does  not  currently 
plan  to  expand  the  Rantoul  landfill  onto  a  63-acre  site  that  is  adjacent  to  the 
existing  landfill  and  owned  by  the  village.  Champaign  County  is  presently 
planning  to  site  a  new  landfill  that  could  accept  Rantoul's  solid  wastes  that 
would  be  operational  by  1995.  If  the  county  landfill  is  not  available  at  the  time  of 
closure  of  the  Rantoul  landfill,  Rantoul's  wastes  would  likely  be  transported  to 
the  H&L  Disposal  Company  #3  landfill,  the  closest  facility  to  Raoiuul,  located  in 
Danville,  in  adjacent  Vermilion  County.  This  landfiil  has  a  remaining  capacity,  as 
of  1  April  1990,  of  6.5  million  cubic  yards  and  was  expected  to  have  a  1 0-year 
remaining  life,  based  on  its  1990  disposal  rate  of  678,817  cubic  yards  (Illinois 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1990a). 

At  base  closure,  solid  waste  generation  will  decrease  approximately  38  percent. 
At  that  time,  an  estimated  51,000  cubic  yards  of  waste  per  year  will  be 
generated.  The  estimated  volume  of  waste  generated  from  the  Rantoul  service 
area  after  base  closure  (i.e.,  51,000  cubic  yards  per  year)  would  represent 
approximately  0.8  percent  of  the  1990  remaining  capacity  of  the  H&L  landfill  and 
a  7.5  percent  increase  over  its  1990  disposal  rate.  Figure  3.2-13  shows  the 
historic  and  projected  amounts  of  solid  waste  disposal  from  the  present  service 
area  of  the  landfill. 
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3.2.5.4  Energy.  Historic  energy  consumption  of  electricity,  natural  gas,  and 
coal  by  the  VNIage  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB,  as  well  as  at-closure 
projections  of  consumption  are  indicated  in  Figures  3.2-14, 3.2-15,  and  3.2-16. 
Projections  assume  reductions  in  use  in  proportion  to  reductions  in  population, 
both  on  Chanute  AFB  and  in  Rantoul. 

Electricity.  The  Village  of  Rantoul  operates  its  own  power  distribution  and 
generating  facility.  Most  of  the  distributed  power  Is  derived  from  Rantoul’s 
membership  in  the  Illinois  Municipal  Electric  Authority  (IMEA),  which  purchases 
power  from  privately  owned  utility  companies  and  distributes  it  to  its  member 
utilities  over  leased  lines.  The  Village  currently  has  contracts  with  the  IMEA  for 
the  supply  of  all  power  needs  through  the  year  2020.  The  present  transmission 
lines  and  feeders  to  the  Village  have  a  capacity  of  50  megawatts  (MW).  The 
historical  peak  demand  has  been  26  MW,  so  nearly  100  percent  reserve  against 
peak  demand  is  available.  In  addition,  the  feeder  capacity  can  be  doubled 
within  6  months,  if  needed.  The  power  suppliers  have  excess  capacity,  and  the 
IMEA  has  just  purchased  a  60-MW  share  of  a  new  power  plant. 

In  addition  to  purchased  power,  the  Village  has  a  rated  peak  generating 
capacity  of  13.5  MW,  through  the  use  of  eight  diesel-powered  generators.  The 
contract  with  IMEA  requires  that  these  units  be  available  within  30  minutes 
notice,  and  they  are  maintained  at  that  readiness  at  all  times.  In  recent  years, 
they  have  not  been  used  for  actual  delivery  of  electrical  power  to  the  load, 
because  the  cost  of  purchased  power  is  less  than  the  cost  of  generation  by  the 
Village. 

Chanute  AFB  receives  electrical  service  from  the  Central  Illinois  Public  Service 
Company  (Cl PS),  which  is  also  one  of  the  source  agencies  for  the  Village  of 
Rantoul.  The  area  is  served  by  a  138-kilovolt  (kV)  transmission  line  capable  of 
carrying  more  than  three  times  the  present  load.  A  69-kV  transmission  line 
extending  from  tne  CIPS  Rantoul  substation  terminates  at  an  Air  Force-owned 
substation  next  to  the  north  gate.  The  total  capacity  of  the  base  substation  is 
35,000  kilovolt-amperes  (kVA).  Electrical  power  is  distributed  throughout  the 
base  by  13  primary  feeders.  Base  peak  power  demands  over  the  past  several 
years  have  been  in  the  range  of  14,000  to  1 7,000  kVA.  The  distribution  system 
is  adequate  for  present  loads,  arxl  the  substation  has  excess  capacity  in  the 
range  of  20,000  kVA  over  present  demand  (EDAW  et  al.,  1990).  Electrical  use 
on  Chanute  AFB  typically  peaks  during  the  summer  months  when  about 
7,000  megawatt-hours  (MWH)  are  consumed  montWy. 

Natural  Gas  and  Coal.  Most  heating  on  the  base  is  provided  from  two  heating 
plants,  supplemented  by  use  of  natural  gas  or  No.  2  fuel  oil  to  heat  individual 
buildings.  Some  small  buildings  are  heated  by  electricity.  The  central  heating 
plant  (Building  46),  erected  in  1939,  serves  the  northwest  section  of  the  base 
(excluding  housing  units  in  the  area),  hospital,  dental  clinic,  child  development 
center,  and  other  buildings  between  the  hospital  and  the  mobile  home  park. 

The  central  plant  is  coal  fired,  and  consumes  an  average  of  about  140  tons  per 
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day  of  low-sulfur  coal  duririg  the  winter,  and  70  tons  per  day  during  the  summer. 
Coal  is  delivered  by  truck  from  southern  Indiana. 

The  second  heating  plant  is  in  BuHdlng  998,  in  the  southeast  area  of  the  base. 
This  facility  is  gas  fired,  but  it  can  also  operate  on  No.  5  fuel  oil.  It  was  erected 
in  1950,  and  serves  severai  buiidings  in  the  900  area. 

Natural  gas  is  supplied  to  the  base  and  the  Viilage  of  Rantoul  by  the  Northern 
Illinois  Gas  Company  (NIGC),  which  maintains  both  4-  and  6-inch  high-pressure 
mains.  Mains  outside  the  base  are  owned  and  operated  by  NIGC.  On-base 
mains  are  owned  and  operated  by  the  Air  Force,  and  are  in  good  condition. 

Gas  supplies  are  adequate  to  provide  service  for  the  entire  base  (EDAW,  et  al., 
1990). 

Most  natural  gas  and  coal  use  on  the  base  takes  place  during  the  winter,  and  Is 
primarily  associated  with  space  heating  requirements.  The  steam  plant  does 
operate  during  the  summer  months  to  provide  air  conditioning  and  hot  water  to 
some  of  the  dormitory  facHittes.  The  plant’s  overhead  bunker  facilities,  which 
convey  the  coal  down  into  the  boiler  stokers,  the  boiler  stokers  themselves,  and 
the  air  pollution  scrubbers  show  a  large  amount  of  wear  and  tear  and  would  be 
expected  to  require  continuing  maintenance  attention.  The  remaining  portions 
of  the  steam  plants  are  In  relatively  good  condition  and  have  been  well 
maintained. 

The  consumption  of  electricity  at  Chanute  AFB  would  be  negligible  by  late  1993; 
minor  electrical  demand  may  be  required  for  security  lighting.  Minimal  space 
heating  would  be  required  at  closure  to  maintain  temperatures  of  about  40°F  in 
buildings  during  winter  months.  This  was  estimated  to  require  approximately 
20  percent  of  normal  demand  for  natural  gas  and  coal. 

3.3  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS/HAZAROOUS  WASTE  MANAGEMENT 

Hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste  management  activities  at  Chanute 
AFB  are  governed  by  specific  environmental  regulations.  For  the  purposes  of 
the  following  analysis,  the  term  hazardous  waste  or  hazardous  materials  will 
mean  those  substances  defined  as  hazardous  by  the  Comprehensive 
Environmental  Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability  Act  (CERCLA),  42  USC 
§§  9601-9675,  and  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act,  as  amended  by  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA),  42  USC  §§  6901-6992.  In  general,  this 
includes  substances  that,  because  of  their  quantity,  concentration,  or  physical, 
chemical,  or  infectious  characteristics  may  present  substantial  danger  to  public 
health  or  welfare  or  the  environment  when  released  into  the  environment. 

The  ROI  encompasses  all  geographic  areas  that  are  exposed  to  the  possibility 
of  a  release.  The  ROI  for  IRP  sites  is  within  the  existing  base  boundaries. 
Specific  geographic  areas  affected  by  past  and  current  hazardous  waste 
operations,  Including  cleanup  activities,  are  presented  in  detail  below. 
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3.3.1  Hazardous  Materiala  Managemant 


Preclotura  Refarenca.  Chanute  Technical  Training  Center  Plan  705  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1988)  addresses  the  storage  locations  of  hazardous  materials  and 
response  to  spills.  Chanute  AFB  has  a  program  that  identifies  the  hazardous 
materials  that  are  shipped  to  the  base  and  utilized  in  the  workplace. 

Closure  Baseline.  After  closure,  only  the  disposal  management  team  and 
possible  interim  users  will  be  using  hazardous  materials.  Alt  parties  will  be 
responsible  for  managing  these  materials  In  accordance  with  federal,  state,  and 
loc£  'egulations;  for  protecting  their  employees  from  occupational  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials;  and  for  protecting  the  public  health  of  the  surrourxJing 
community. 

The  disposal  management  team  will  be  responsible  for  the  safe  stoiage  rnd 
handling  of  all  hazardous  materials  used  in  conjunction  with  base  maintenance, 
such  as  paint,  paint  thinner,  solvents,  pesticides,  herbicides,  and  fungicides. 
These  materials  will  be  shipped  to  the  base  in  compliance  with  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT)  hazardous  materials  regulations.  If  the  Air  Force 
authorizes  interim  use  of  base  facilities  prior  to  reuse  and  disposal,  it  will  require 
that  all  hazardous  materials  be  shipped,  stored,  and  handled  in  compliance  with 
pertinent  regulations. 

3.3.2  Hazardous  Waste  Management 

Precloaura  Reference.  As  a  result  of  an  RCRA  Part  A  permit  application 
submission,  Chanute  AFB  operates  as  an  interim  status  Hazardous  Waste 
Storage  Facility  under  an  lEPA  permit  that  authorizes  on-site  storage  within  a 
designated  area  for  up  to  1  year.  In  view  of  the  pending  closure  of  the  base,  the 
RCRA  Part  B  permit  applicatfon  was  withdrawn  from  submission  to  the  lEPA.  As 
a  result,  the  facility  will  lose  its  interim  status  as  a  storage  facility  on  8  November 
1992,  prior  to  base  closure.  After  that  time,  all  hazardous  waste  must  be 
removed  from  the  Installation  within  90  days  of  collection.  Once  the  storage 
area  loses  interim  status,  it  must  be  dosed  properly  within  180  days  of  receiving 
the  final  volume  of  hazardous  waste,  or  after  approval  of  the  dosure  plan, 
whichever  is  later,  unless  the  appropriate  regulatory  agency,  I.e.,  lEPA,  grants 
an  extension. 

Chanute  AFB  currently  operates  one  interim  status  hazardous  waste  storage 
facility,  four  90-day  accumulation  points,  and  fourteen  satellite  accumulation 
areas  (Table  3.3-1).  The  sources  that  generate  hazardous  waste  are  presented 
in  CTTC  Plan  705  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1988).  The  facility  operates  as  a 
1 ,000-kg/month  generator.  Hazardous  waste  is  disposed  of  In  cooperation  with 
the  base  Defense  Reutilization  and  Marketing  Office  (DRMO). 

Chanute  AFB  has  several  plans  that  address  hazardous  waste  management  on 
the  base.  The  Spill  Prevention  and  Response  Plan  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1988) 
addresses  the  prevention  of  the  discharge  of  pollutants  and  indudes  a 
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Table  3.3-1.  Hazardoui  Waate  Storage  Locations* 


Site 

Location 

Descriotion 

Interim-Status  Hazardous  Waste  Storage  Facilities  (1-Year  Storage) 

1 

Building  975 

Jet  engine  test  ceil  15 

Accumulation  Points  (90-day  storage) 

1 

BuHding  37 

Storage  facility 

2 

BuUding  51 

Storage  facHity 

3 

Building  720 

Storage  yard  northwest  of  the  steam  plant 

4 

Building  736 

Storage  facility 

Satellite  Accumulation  Points 

1 

Building  1 

Room  El  44 

2 

Building  1 

Room  El  45 

3 

Building  1 

Paint  shop 

4 

Building  30 

Auto  shop 

5 

Building  66 

Print  room  138 

6 

Building  68 

Room  1010  oU  storage,  ADJ  mechanical 

7 

BuUding  700 

Rear  of  building 

8 

Building  720 

Paint  area 

9 

Building  720 

Battery  storage  area 

10 

Building  727 

Outside  fenced  area 

11 

Building  729 

Motor  pool 

12 

BuUding  850 

Dental  X-ray  clinic 

13 

Building  923 

Inside  shop 

14 

BuUding  927 

Rear  of  building 

*Asof  June  1991. 


contingency  plan  to  address  unauthorized  releases.  The  base  also  has  a  plan 
for  the  management  of  hazardous  waste  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1986b). 

Closure  Baseline.  All  of  the  hazardous  waste  will  be  removed  from  the  Interim 
storage  facilities,  accumulation  points,  and  satellite  accumulation  points. 
Disposal  of  these  wastes  wUi  be  tracked  in  accordance  with  the  RCRA.  At  the 
time  of  base  closure,  all  of  the  hazardous  waste  generated  by  base  functions 
wHI  have  been  shipped  off  site.  Hazardous  waste  generated  by  the  disposal 
management  team  will  be  tracked  to  ensure  proper  identification,  storage, 
transportation,  and  disposal,  as  well  as  Implementation  of  waste  minimization 
programs. 

3.3.3  Installation  Restoration  Program  SKes 

The  IRP  is  a  DOD  program  to  identify,  characterize,  and  remediate 
environmental  contamination  on  military  installations.  The  DOD  Implemented 
the  IRP  in  1980  to  dean  up  health-threatening  sites  on  Its  Installations.  Although 
acceptable  at  the  time,  procedures  followed  prior  to  the  mid-1970s  for 
managing  and  disposing  of  many  wastes  resulted  in  contamination  of  the 
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environment.  The  program  established  a  process  to  evaluate  past  disposal 
sites,  control  the  migration  of  contaminants,  and  control  potential  hazards  to 
human  health  and  the  environment.  Section  211  of  the  Superfund  Amendments 
Reauthorization  Act  (SARA),  codified  as  the  Defense  Environmental  Restoration 
Program  (DERP),  ensures  that  the  DOD  has  the  right  to  conduct  its  own 
environmental  restoration  programs. 

The  original  IRP  was  divided  Into  four  phases  consistent  with  the  CERCLA; 

•  Phase  I:  Problem  identification  and  Records  Search 

•  Phase  II:  Problem  Confirmation 

•  Phase  III;  Techrtology  Base  Development 

•  Phase  IV;  Corrective  Action. 

After  the  SARA  was  passed  in  1986,  the  IRP  was  realigned  to  incorporate  the 
terminology  used  by  the  U.S.  EPA  and  to  integrate  the  new  requirements  under 
SARA.  The  result  was  the  creation  of  three  IRP  stages: 

•  Stage  1 :  Preliminary  Assessment/Site  Inspection  (PA/SI) 

•  Stage  2;  Remedial  Investigation/Feasibility  Study  (RI/FS) 

•  Stages:  Remedial  Design/Remediation  Action  (RD/RA). 

The  preliminary  assessment  portion  of  Stage  1  is  comparable  to  Phase  I  and 
consists  of  a  records  search  and  Interviews  to  determine  whether  potential 
problems  exist.  A  brief  on-site  investigation,  which  may  include  son  and  water 
sampling,  is  performed  to  give  an  Initial  characterization  of  a  potential  site. 

The  remedial  investigation  portion  of  Stage  2  is  similar  to  Phase  II  and  consists 
of  additional  field  work  arxf  evaluations  In  order  to  assess  the  nature  and  extent 
of  contamination.  It  includes  a  risk  assessment  and  is  used  to  determine  the 
need  for  site  remediation. 

Phase  IV  has  been  replaced  by  the  FS  in  Stage  2  and  the  RD  within  Stage  3. 

The  FS  documents  the  development,  evaluation,  and  selection  of  remedial 
action  alternatives  to  clean  up  the  site.  The  selected  alternative  is  then  designed 
(RD)  and  implemented  (RA).  Long-term  monitoring  is  often  performed  in 
association  with  site  cleanup  to  assure  future  compliance  with  contaminant 
standards  or  achievement  of  cleanup  goals.  The  Phase  III  portion  of  the  IRP 
process  is  not  included  in  the  rxxmai  SARA  process.  Technology  development 
under  SARA  Is  done  under  separate  processes.  Including  the  Superfund 
Innovative  Technology  Evaluation  program. 

Precloture  Reference.  Because  the  Air  Force  began  the  IRP  process  at 
Chanute  AFB  prior  to  terminology  and  procedural  changes,  both  phases  and 
stages  are  referred  to  in  the  IRP  administrative  record.  The  Phase  I  IRP  study  at 
Chanute  AFB  was  summarized  in  a  Records  Search  document  dated  December 
1983  (Engineering-Science,  1983).  The  records  search  identified  six  potential 
disposal  sites  that  required  additional  study. 
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From  1984  to  1986,  investigations  were  conducted  on  the  base  to  assess  the 
potential  contamination  at  the  Identified  waste  disposal  sites.  This  process 
identified  and  evaluated  seven  sites:  the  six  from  the  1983  study  and  a  tank 
sludge  disposal  pit  (Figure  3.3-1).  During  1988,  two  rounds  of  groundwater  and 
surface  water  sampling  were  performed.  The  results  were  inconclusive,  so 
additional  sampling  was  initiated  that  included  the  base  water  supply  wells  and 
perimeter  monitoring  wells.  These  wells  were  sampled  quarterly  from 
December  of  1988  until  September  of  1989.  Additional  deep  aquifer  (lllinoian) 
aixl  shallow  aquifer  (Wisconsinan)  monitoring  wells  were  installed  in 
August-September  1989. 

Two  Confirmation/Quantiftcation  documents,  published  in  October  1986, 
indicated  that  further  remedial  investigations  and  feasibility  studies  would  be 
required  during  the  remedial  program.  A  remedial  investigation  data  summary 
report  will  be  prepared  in  the  spring  of  1 991 . 

Laboratory  tests  for  volatile  organic  compounds  (VOCs),  semivolatile  organics, 
inorganics,  and  some  metals  were  performed  from  December  1987  to 
November  1988.  The  results  were  rejected  because  of  laboratory  irregularities. 
Additional  laboratory  testing  is  being  performed  to  validate  the  results  of  the 
past  analysis. 

In  accordance  with  the  CERCLA,  all  federal  facilities  were  subjected  to 
investigation  by  the  U.S.  EPA  for  possible  inclusion  on  the  National  Priorities  List 
(NPL),  as  federal  “Superfund”  sites.  The  IRP  sites  at  Chanute  AFB  did  not 
contain  sufficient  contamination  to  warrant  their  listing  as  NPL  sites.  As  a  result, 
these  sites  are  not  managed  under  the  same  regulations  governing  NPL  sites 
and  state  laws  concerning  removal  and  remedial  actions  apply  to  such  actions 
at  Chanute  AFB. 

The  Air  Force  is  committed  to  the  identification,  assessment,  and  remediation  of 
the  contamination  resulting  from  past  Air  Force  activities  at  Chanute  AFB.  In 
furtherance  of  that  commitment,  the  U.S.  Air  Force  entered  into  a  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  (MOU)  with  the  lEPA,  the  I  DOT,  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul  on 
25  September  1990,  which  created  an  Environmental  Coordination  Team  to 
oversee  IRP  activities  at  Chanute  AFB.  The  IRP  is  an  active  program  on 
Chanute  AFB  and  will  continue  after  base  closure  if  necessary  to  ensure  that  all 
sites  have  been  property  remediated.  Investigation  results  will  be  studied  to 
determine  locations  where  remedial  actions  are  needed.  Feasibility  studies  will 
be  completed  to  determine  the  most  appropriate  remedial  action  and  then  the 
remedial  action  will  be  implemented.  When  remedial  actions  are  complete,  the 
Air  Force  will  continue  to  monitor  the  sites  as  necessary  to  assure  the 
effectiveness  of  the  remedial  action.  The  specifics  of  future  actions  cannot  be 
determined  until  current  field  investigations,  associated  risk  assessments,  and 
screening  or  remedial  alternatives  are  completed  and  reviewed  by  the  members 
of  the  Environmental  Coordination  Team.  This  review  proc6,>s  vviii  ensure  thai 
appropriate  remedial  actions  are  implemented  to  clean  up  existing 
contaminants. 
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In  addition  to  the  mandates  of  the  IRP,  prior  to  the  transfer  of  any  property  at 
Chanute  APB,  the  Air  Force  must  also  comply  with  the  provisions  of  CERCLA 
§  120.  CERCLA  §  120h  requires  that,  before  property  can  be  transferred,  the 
United  States  must  provide  notice  of  specific  hazardous  waste  activities  on  the 
property  and  include  in  the  deed  a  covenant  warranting  that  “all  remedial  action 
necessary  to  protect  human  health  and  the  environment  with  respect  to  any 
[hazardous]  substance  remaining  on  the  property  has  been  taken  before  the 
date  of  such  transfer."  Furthermore,  the  covenant  must  also  warrant  that  “any 
additional  remedial  action  found  to  be  necessary  after  the  date  of  such  transfer 
shall  be  conducted  by  the  United  States.”  To  ensure  that  money  is  available  to 
corxJuct  environmental  restoration  at  military  installations  scheduled  for  closure. 
Congress  appropriated  $100,000,000  to  the  Defense  Base  Closure  Account  for 
fiscal  year  1991  to  be  used  exclusively  for  that  purpose.  It  is  expected  that 
future  authorization  acts  wUi  continue  to  fund  environmental  restoration 
activities  at  closing  installations.  In  light  of  the  continuing  responsibility  of  the 
Air  Force  for  restoration  activities  at  Chanute  AFB,  it  is  unlikely  that  such 
activities  would  be  eligible  for  Federal  funding  under  the  Airport  Improvement 
Program  managed  by  the  FAA. 

3.3.3. 1  Landfill  Site  1.  This  approximately  19-acre  site  is  northwest  of  Salt 
Fork  Creek,  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base.  When  the  landfill  was  in 
use,  from  the  late  1930s  until  i960,  it  received  the  majority  of  the  wastes 
generated  on  base.  This  included  traditional  garbage,  construction  debris, 
empty  pesticide  containers,  shop  wastes,  and  metals.  The  area  fill  method  was 
used  at  this  site;  the  landfill  material  was  frequently  burned.  The  landfill  is 
estimated  to  be  approximately  8  to  10  feet  deep,  with  a  cap  of  approximately  0 
to  6  inches.  A  small  arms  and  trap-shooting  range  and  ancillary  building  are 
located  on  this  old  landfill  site.  No  wastes  are  generated  from  these  shooting 
ranges  other  than  expended  lead  shot. 

In  1986,  three  shallow  monitoring  wells  Oess  than  25  feet  deep)  were  installed 
and  samples  taken.  Trace  concentrations  of  oil,  grease,  and  phenolic 
compounds  were  found.  The  top  of  this  shallow  aquifer  can  be  as  close  to  the 
surface  as  5  to  8  feet. 

In  1987,  a  geophysical  survey  defined  the  boundaries  of  the  landfill  and 
IdentiTied  areas  containing  metallic  objects.  Four  shallow  wells  were  installed  to 
monitor  the  upper  aquifer.  The  analytical  results  from  the  groundwater,  surface 
water,  and  sediment  samples  from  Salt  Fork  Creek  have  not  indicated  pollutant 
concentrations  above  the  detection  limits.  The  hydraulic  gradient  indicates  that 
groundwater  flows  toward  the  south  or  south-southwest.  The  upper  aquifer 
may  be  influenced  by  the  recharge  from  Sait  Fork  Creek  and  some  recharge 
from  Heritage  Lake.  The  hydraulic  gradient  indicates  the  probable  dispersion 
path  for  potential  or  existing  contaminants. 

Two  monKoring  wells  in  the  deeper  aquifer  have  been  placed  to  a  depth  of 
approximately  65  feet.  There  appears  to  be  no  confinement  of  the  two  aquifers 
and  contaminant  transfer  between  the  aquifers  Is  of  concern.  Sampling  of  the 
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shallower  wells  and  surficlal  soH  sampling  from  the  landfUl  cap  wHI  be 
performed.  In  addition,  the  landfill  cap  thickness  will  be  determined  over  several 
locations  at  this  site  and  Incorporated  Into  the  remedial  design  for  a  proposed 
final  cap. 

3.3.3.2  Landfill  SHa  2.  This  site  encompasses  approximately  20  acres  and  Is 
located  southeast  of  Salt  Fork  Creek  and  Landfill  Site  1 .  This  landfill  site  was 
used  for  rougNy  15  years  beginning  in  the  early  1950s.  Waste  received 
included  garbage,  shop  waste,  construction  materials,  atxJ  possibly  four  drums 
containing  2,4-0  or  2,4,5-T  herbicides.  The  area  fill  and  periodic  bum  method  of 
management  was  used  at  this  site.  The  larxlflll  Is  approximately  8  to  1 0  feet 
deep. 

One  monitoring  well  was  Installed  at  this  site.  Surface  water  samples  from  the 
area  adjoining  Salt  Fork  Creek  were  also  taken  and  analyzed.  Trace 
concentrations  of  phenolic  compounds  were  detected  in  the  monitoring  well 
and  the  organic  solvent  tricNoroethytene  (TCE)  was  discovered  in  the  surface 
water  sample. 

During  1987,  a  geophysical  survey  was  performed  at  the  site  to  determine  its 
boundaries.  Four  additional  shallow  monitoring  welis  were  placed  at  the 
periphery  of  this  site.  Results  from  the  groundwater  sampling  Indicated 
concentrations  of  organic  contaminants  below  the  laboratory  detection  levels. 
Recently,  another  monitoring  well  was  installed  into  the  deeper  aquifer. 
Additional  sampling  of  both  the  monitoring  wells  and  the  surficlal  soils  within  the 
landfill  is  needed. 

3.3.3.3  Landfill  Site  3.  The  site  encompasses  approximately  20  acres,  and  Is 
located  southeast  of  Landfill  Site  2,  adjacent  to  the  southern  base  boundary. 
This  landfill  was  operated  from  1967  until  1970.  Waste  included  garbage,  shop 
waste,  and  construction  debris.  The  landfill  may  have  received  the  four  drums 
of  herbicide  (2,4-0  or  2,4,5-T)  previously  noted  for  LandfUl  Site  2.  The  area  fill 
and  periodic  burning  method  was  employed.  The  depth  of  the  fill  Is  currently 
unknown;  the  cap  is  of  varying  depth  to  a  maximum  of  approximately  1  foot. 

Trace  amounts  of  oil,  grease,  phenolic  compounds,  and  benzene,  toluene,  ethyl 
benzene,  and  xylene  (BTEX)  were  discovered  In  samples  taken  from  three 
shallow  monitoring  wells  around  the  periphery  of  the  site.  In  1987,  five 
peripheral  monitoring  wells  were  installed  Into  the  shallow  aquifer.  Quarterly 
sampling  found  low  levels  of  organic  compounds  that  were  generally  below 
federal  maximum  contaminant  levels  (MCLs).  During  this  activity,  a  downgrade 
and  deeper  monitoring  well  was  installed  and  sampled  In  the  deeper  aquifer. 

Five  subsequent  samplings  have  faUed  to  show  significant  concentrations  of 
organic  compounds.  Most  of  the  samples  were  below  detection  limits. 

Projected  work  activity  at  this  site  wHI  be  limited  to  confirmation  sampling  of  the 
existing  monitoring  wells,  in  both  the  shallow  and  deeper  aquifers.  The  surficial 
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soils  are  to  be  sampled  and  the  landfUi  cap  thickness  determined  at  the 
prescribed  locations. 

3.3.3.4  Landfill  Site  4.  This  site  encompasses  16  acres  at  the  southeast 
corner  of  the  base.  The  site  was  operated  for  approximately  4  years  beginning 
in  1970,  receiving  garbage,  shop  residues,  and  construction  arxl  demolition 
debris.  The  trench  and  area  fill  method  of  management  was  practiced. 
Occasional  burning  may  have  taken  place.  Currently,  a  simulated  grenade 
launching  facility  and  access  road  are  situated  on  the  southeastern  and  eastern 
portions  of  this  site.  The  simulated  grenade  activity  does  not  generate  waste. 

In  1986,  four  shallow  monitoring  wells  were  installed.  Volatile  compounds, 
phenolic  compounds,  oil,  and  grease  were  found  in  trace  amounts.  In  1987, 
four  shallow  monitoring  wells  and  one  downgradient  deeper  well  were  Installed. 
Trace  concentrations  of  organic  contaminants  (phenolic  compounds, 
chloroethane,  arxl  BTEX),  oil,  and  grease  were  detected  in  the  shallow  wells. 
Geophysical  surveys  arxl  an  aquifer  pump  test  were  performed. 

Scheduled  work  includes  confirmation  sampling  of  the  existing  wells  arxl 
surficial  soil  sampling  from  the  landfill  cap. 

3.3.3.5  Sludge  Disposal  Pit  (Building  932).  This  site,  measuring  25  by 

30  feet,  is  on  the  east  side  of  building  932,  northwest  arxl  upgradient  of  Larxlfill 
Site  4.  Sludges  from  the  cleanout  of  fuel  tanks  were  placed  in  this  diked  pit  from 
the  mid-1950s  through  1979.  A  JP-4  fuel  line  leak  occurred  near  the  pit  in  1985. 
Vegetation  disturbance  has  been  noted  close  to  the  building  and  pavement. 

One  shallow  well  was  installed  in  1966.  The  sludge  pit  soUs  and  surface  waters 
were  sampled.  Trace  amounts  of  phenolic  compounds  arxl  50  parts  per  million 
(ppm)  of  lead  were  detected  in  both  the  surface  water  arxl  sludge  samples.  The 
contaminant  corKentratlons  in  the  groundwater  samples  were  below  detection 
limits.  In  1987,  a  soil  organic  vapor  survey  and  an  aquifer  pump  test  were 
performed.  The  vapor  survey  Identified  areas  within  the  sludge  pit  that  had 
elevated  organic  vapor  concentrations. 

Subsequently,  two  shallow  monitoring  wells  were  installed  and  samples  taken. 
Both  surface  water  and  sediment  samples  were  collected  from  the  Intermittent 
stream  adjacent  to  this  site  and  along  Salt  Fork  Creek.  Samples  from  the 
surface  waters  and  soils  contained  low  concentrations  of  hydrocarbons  and 
associated  compounds.  The  quarterly  sampling  of  the  monitoring  wells  failed  to 
find  concentrations  above  the  testing  detection  levels.  A  deeper  monitoring  well 
has  been  Installed  at  the  site  arxl  sampling  will  be  performed. 

3.3.3.6  Fire  Training  Area  1  (inactive).  This  site  covers  approximately 

2  acres  adjacent  to  Salt  Fork  Creek  and  northwest  of  Landfill  Site  1.  This  site 
was  used  for  Are  suppression  training  beginning  in  the  early  1950s  through  the 
mid-1960s.  The  area  reportedly  received  old  aircraft,  waste  fuels,  paints,  solvent 
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waste,  paint  thinners,  and  other  combustible  compounds.  The  training  fires 
were  extinguished  with  protein  foam. 

In  1986,  two  shallow  monitoring  wells  were  installed  and  sampling  was 
performed.  Trace  amounts  of  oil  and  grease  were  detected  in  the  aquifer.  In 
1987,  two  soH  borings  and  a  soil  organic  vapor  study  were  conducted.  One 
monitoring  well  was  also  installed  in  the  shallow  aquifer  and  soil  and  surface 
water  were  sampled.  The  soil  organic  survey  indicated  two  areas  of  organic 
solvent  contamination.  Soil  boreholes  confirmed  the  presence  of  contamination 
in  this  location.  Surface  water  samples  from  Salt  Fork  Creek  indicated  low 
(below  MCLs)  concentrations  of  organic  compounds.  The  sediments  from  Salt 
Fork  Creek  indicated  significant  concentrations  of  hydrocarbon  compounds. 

The  wastewater  discharge  from  the  sewage  plant  was  immediately  upstream 
from  the  sediment  sampling  locations  prior  to  December  1987.  This  discharge 
may  have  contributed  to  the  contamination.  The  groundwater  samples  from  the 
shallow  wells  were  at  or  near  the  detection  limits  for  the  organic  solvent 
constituents.  A  monitoring  well  was  installed  in  the  deeper  aquifer  and  samples 
taken  during  1990.  Confirmation  sampling  will  be  performed  at  this  site  and  a 
risk  assessment  is  scheduled. 

3.3.3.7  Fire  Training  Area  2  (Active).  This  site  encompasses  approximately 
15  acres  and  is  located  south  of  Landfill  Site  2  and  east  of  Salt  Fork  Creek.  This 
site  has  been  active  since  1965.  Until  the  late  1970s,  the  pit  received  waste  oils, 
solvent  wastes,  hydraulic  fluids,  and  waste  fuels  (JP-4).  In  the  last  few  years, 
the  area  has  received  mostly  JP-4  along  with  wood  and  cardboard.  The 
extinguishing  agents  used  at  the  site  until  the  early  1970s  were  protein  foam  and 
carbon  dioxide.  Aqueous  film-forming  foam  has  been  used  since  roughly  1973. 
In  1981 ,  dry  chemicals  and  Halon  were  used  for  fire  suppression. 

This  area  is  operating  with  a  permit  issued  on  8  August  1 990  by  the  lEPA 
Division  of  Air  Pollution  Control.  The  permit  expires  on  9  August  1991 .  The 
permit  allows  the  burning  of  5,800  gallons  of  JP-4/JP-5,  1 ,500  pounds  of  wood, 
and  200  pounds  of  cardboard  per  week. 

For  the  initial  investigation,  six  shallow  monitoring  wells  were  installed.  Surface 
water  samples  have  been  coiiected  from  the  holding  lagoon  adiacent  to  the  site. 
Three  of  the  samples  from  the  monitoring  wells  and  three  surface  water  samples 
had  concentrations  of  VOCs,  which  Include  trichloroethylene,  1,2-trans 
dichloroethylene,  chloroethane,  and  BTEX. 

In  1987,  additional  surveys  were  performed,  including  testing  for  surface  organic 
vapors,  four  exploratory  borings,  Sutface  water  and  sediment  sampling,  and  the 
installation  of  six  shallow  monitoring  wells.  The  soil  organic  vapor  survey  found 
elevated  levels  on  the  periphery  of  the  site.  Sampling  activity  from  the  Salt  Fork 
Creek  areas  failed  to  find  significant  contamination.  Groundwater  sampling 
found  elevated  concentrations  of  organic  contaminants. 
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There  are  aisc  ♦wo  deeper  wells.  Sampling  of  one  deeper  downgradient 
monitoring  well  is  scheduied.  Sampling  activity  is  anticipated  for  the  training 
area  sediment  and  the  collection  ditch.  Additional  sampling  of  the  shallow  wells 
is  indicated. 

3.3.3.8  Additional  Sites.  Three  recently  discovered  sites  have  become  IRP 
sites.  On  the  eastern  end  of  Building  995,  soii  contamination  has  resulted  from 
the  past  disposal  of  TCE.  This  site  is  associated  with  the  engine  test  cells. 
Hydrocarbon  contamination  and  TCE  have  been  identified  in  the  soils  southeast 
and  adjacent  to  Building  922.  This  site  is  approximately  50  feet  by  100  feet  and 
may  exceed  1 ,000  cubic  yards;  the  site  associated  with  an  oil/water  separator. 
Chemicai  compounds  known  as  polynuclear  aromatics  have  been  discovered  in 
the  soil  and  groundwater  near  Buildings  51  and  58  during  removal  of  12  USTs. 

Rl  activities  to  determine  the  extent  of  contamination  are  in  progress. 

Closure  Baseline.  Initial  plans  assumed  that  approximately  75  acres  of  landfill 
would  require  capping,  along  with  the  application  of  pump-and-treat  technology 
for  approximately  10  years.  Additional  monitoring  would  follow  the  remediation. 
The  landfills  would  be  capped  following  state  approval.  No  off-base  migration  of 
contaminants  from  the  IRP  sites  or  other  base  sources  has  been  identified  to 
date. 

The  remedial  investigation  draft  is  scheduled  for  the  summer  of  1991 .  The 
feasibility  study  concerning  the  proposed  capping  of  the  landfills  is  due  in  rough 
draft  in  the  fall  of  1 991 .  Remediation  will  be  complete  or  in  place  prior  to 
October  1993;  the  majority  of  the  long-term  monitoring  will  be  performed  after 
base  closure  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1989b).  Monitoring  of  the  groundwater  is  usually  a 
long-term  requirement  to  assure  the  success  of  the  RO  and  RA. 

3.3.4  Storage  Tanks 

Regulations.  Underground  storage  tanks  (USTs)  are  subject  to  federal 
regulations  under  the  RCRA.  These  regulations  were  mandated  by  the 
Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste  Amendments  of  1984.  The  state  of  Illinois  has 
adopted  the  EPA's  UST  regulations.  The  Illinois  State  Fire  Marshal  has 
established  regulations  for  UST  systems.  Illinois  regulations  are  more  restrictive 
than  federal  regulations. 

The  lEPA  manages  the  regulations  for  remediation  of  contaminant  releases  from 
USTs.  The  state  of  Illinois  has  a  cleanup  action  level  of  25  parts  per  billion  (ppb) 
for  benzene  and  16.025  ppm  for  total  BTEX.  Residential  heating  oil  tanks  under 
1,100  gallons  are  exempt  under  Illinois  regulations  unless  they  are  known  to 
have  leaked  into  the  environment.  Both  removed  tank  systems  and  the  required 
tank  rinse  water  are  considered  a  special  waste  within  Illinois. 

The  Chanute  AFB  UST  Management  Plan  draft  dated  April  1990  (EG&G  Idaho, 
Inc.,  1990)  described  the  number,  types,  and  status  of  USTs  on  the  base;  the 
updated  plan  is  due  in  1991.  A  number  of  USTs  on  base  were  removed  in  1990. 
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Pr0Clotur0  Ralsrenca.  There  are  26  LIST  systems  at  Chanute  AFB,  listed  In 
Table  3.3-2.  Of  these,  15  are  currently  active  as  defined  by  state  and  federal 
regulations,  8  are  exempt  from  these  regulations,  and  3  are  Inactive  and 
scheduled  for  closure. 


Table  3.3-2.  UST  Inventory* 

Tank 

Contents 

Oroanizatlon 

Location  and  Use 

68-1 

1,000 

Diesel 

AGE<*> 

AGE/refuding 

68-2*’-  ® 

1,000 

JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

AGE/refueling 

100* 

1,500 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Housing  off./heating 

118* 

1,000 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Band  Bldg/heating 

294*^ 

1,000 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Housing/heating 

298** 

1,500 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Housing/heating 

391* 

2,000 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Red  Cross/heating 

578* 

1,500 

#2  011 

Heat  shop 

Camping  area/heating 

700-1* 

12,000 

Premium  unleaded  gas 

AAFES(f) 

AAFES  station/refueling 

700-2* 

12,000 

Unleaded  gas 

AAFES 

AAFES  statlon/refueling 

700-3* 

10,000 

Unleaded  gas 

AAFES 

/  2S  statlon/refueling 

711-1* 

12,000 

Unleaded  gas 

POL 

mN.  gas  statlon/refueling 

711-2* 

12,000 

Unleaded  gas 

POL 

mH.  gas  statlon/refueling 

711-3* 

12,000 

Diesel 

POL 

mH.  gas  statlon/refueling 

748-1* 

10,000 

Unleaded  gas 

AAFES 

AAFES  statlon/refueling 

748-2* 

10,000 

Unleaded  gas 

AAFES 

AAFES  statlon/refueling 

748-3* 

10,000 

Unleaded  gas 

AAFES 

AAFES  statlon/refueling 

902*^ 

1,000 

#2011 

AAFES(f) 

Heat  Shop  Em. 

' 

Assembly/heating 

921-1* 

6,000 

Diesel 

POL 

Mil  fuel/refueiing 

921-2* 

2,000 

Unleaded  gas 

POL 

Mil  fud/refueling 

932-r 

25,000 

JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

Hydrant/tralning 

932-2'* 

25,000 

JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

HydrantAraining 

932-3** 

25,000 

JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

HydrantArainIng 

932-4'* 

10,000 

JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

HydrantAraining 

932-5'* 

2,500 

Waste  JP-4  Jet  fuel 

AGE 

HydrantAraining 

963'* 

550 

Diesel 

Power 

Lift  sta/em  power 

Production 

*  Asof  Jun*  1991 

(a)  Activa  UST 

(b)  Abandonad  (Inactiva)  UST 

(c)  UST  undar  contract  to  ba  ramovad 

(d)  UST  axampt  from  ragulatfona 
(a)  Aerospaca  ground  aquipmant 

(0  Army  Air  Forca  Exchanga  Sarvioa 


Closure  Baseline.  The  Air  Force  Intends  to  dose  and  remove  all  UST  systems 
at  Chanute  AFB  prior  to  base  dosure.  There  is  a  small  above-ground  storage 
tank  in  the  proposed  off-base  acquisition  acreage  for  the  aviation  support  area. 


> 
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Above-ground  storage  tanks  associated  with  petroieum,  oH,  and  lubricants 
(POL)  are  listed  In  Table  3.3-3.  Large  fuel  storage  tanks  will  likely  be  purged  to 
minimize  fire  hazards. 


Table  3.3-3.  Inventory  of  Above-Ground  Storage  Tanka 


(Capacity  Greater  Than  660  Gallons) 


Storage  Tank 

Location 

Capacity  (gal) 

Contents 

128 

North  Side 

1,000 

Heating  OR 

724 

West  Slde<*> 

1,000 

Diesel 

729 

East  Comer^*^ 

1,000 

Diesel 

739 

Northeast 

Corner^®* 

1,000 

Diesel 

743 

West  Side<*> 

1,000 

Diesel 

805 

North  Side<*> 

1,000 

Diesel 

851-1 

Service  Pit 

1,000 

Diesel 

900 

North  Side 

1,000 

Heating  Oil 

904 

East  Side 

2,500 

JP-4 

920-1 

North  Side 

1,000 

Diesel 

920-2 

North  Side 

1,000 

Diesel 

921-1 

East  Side^®^ 

5,000 

Diesel 

921-2 

East  Side^®^ 

1,200 

Gasoline 

934-1 

North  Side 

2,500 

JP4 

934-2 

North  Side 

2,500 

JP-4 

934 

North  Side 

1,000 

JP-4 

937 

Southeast  Comer 

1,000 

Fuel  OH 

938 

East  Side 

2,500 

JP-4 

934 

East  Side 

2,500 

JP-4 

951 

EastSide<^> 

240,000 

JP-4 

952 

East  Side^> 

240,000 

JP-4 

(a)  No  oontainmant  ayatam. 

(b)  Lockad  ollAwatar  aaparator  ayatam. 


3.3.5  Aabeatoa 

Regulations.  Asbestos  is  regulated  by  bcth  the  EPA  and  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  (OSHA).  Emissions  of  asbestos  to  the 
ambient  air  are  controlled  under  Section  1 12  of  the  Qean  Air  Act,  which 
establishes  the  National  Emissions  Standards  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants 
(NESHAP).  There  are  separate  regulations  under  the  Toxic  Substances  Control 
Act  (TSCA)  to  handle  problems  of  asbestos-containing  construction  materials 
used  in  schools.  The  Asbestos  Hazard  Emergency  Response  Act  addresses  the 
management  of  asbestos  in  schools  from  kindergarten  through  grade  12. 

During  the  renovation  or  demolition  of  buildings,  asbestos  may  be  released  Into 
the  ambient  air.  Friable  asbestos  refers  to  the  ability  of  asbestos-containing 
material  (ACM)  to  release  fibers  as  a  result  of  crumbling  or  breakage  from  hand 
pressure.  These  fibers  can  be  emitted  from  various  building  materials  such  as 
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pipe  and  boMer  wrap,  acoustic  ceilings,  and  Insulating  materials.  The  NESHAP 
regulate  the  demolition  or  renovation  of  buildings  with  ACM.  The  EPA  has  a 
policy  that  addresses  leaving  asbestos  in  place  and  not  disturbing  the  material. 

It  is  current  Air  Force  practice  to  remove  or  manage  asbestos  in  active  facilities 
when  it  poses  a  threat  of  release  from  friable  ACM.  The  Air  Force  policy  on  the 
management  of  asbestos  at  bases  that  are  being  closed  can  be  found  in 
Appendix  G.  Chanute  AFB  has  an  asbestos  management  program  In  place 
(U.S.  Air  Force,  I989d).  It  is  unlikely  that  any  costs  of  removing  or  managing 
asbestos  would  be  eligible  for  federal  funds  under  the  Airport  Improvement 
Program. 

Baseline  Description.  A  base-wide  survey  for  ACM  is  required  by  the  state  of 
Illinois  disclosure  law  prior  to  base  disposition.  A  survey  of  asbestos  on  base 
was  performed  in  1990;  survey  results  are  in  preparation.  An  asbestos 
abatement  plan  is  due  In  1991. 

3.3.6  Pesticide  and  Herbicide  Usage 

Regulations.  The  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticlde  Act  (FIFRA) 
and  the  Illinois  Lawn  Care  Products  Application  and  Notice  Act  require  that 
applicators  of  all  pesticides  and  fungicides  must  be  certified  and  licensed  by  the 
state  of  Illinois.  Applicators  must  adhere  to  manufacturer’s  instructions  for 
storage,  mixing,  and  application  of  all  chemicals. 

Preciosura  Reference.  Ail  of  the  insecticides,  fungicides,  and  herbicides 
utilized  at  Chanute  AFB  are  stored  in  Building  744  (Entomology  Shop)  (see 
Table  3.3-4). 

Table  3.3-4.  insecticide/Fungicide/Herbicide  Storage, 


Entomology  Building 


Name 

Quantitv 

Insecticide 

Diazinon  4E  (liquid) 

5  gallons 

Triumph  (liquid) 

8  gallons 

Grub  Control  (granular) 

7,000  pounds 

Eungicldfls 

Banner  Oiquid) 

20  gallons 

0aconii2787  (liquid) 

50  gaJlons 

Banol  (liquid) 

1.5  gallons 

Subdue  Oiquid) 

8  gallons 

Rubigan  Oiquid) 

1.5  gallons 

3336  (granular) 

24  pounds 

hlerbickies 

Acclaim  Oiquid) 

1  gallon 

Surflam  Oiquid) 

5  gallons 

Round-up  (liquid) 

5  gallons 

2, 4,  D  Oiquid) 

5  gallons 

Sonar  Oiquid) 

1.5  gallons 
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Ciotura  BaMlin*.  At  the  time  of  closure,  pesticides  and  herbicides  will 
continue  to  be  utilized  in  the  Entomology  Shop  and  the  goH  course 
maintenance  area. 

3.3.7  Polychlorinated  Biphenyls  (PCBs) 

Regulations.  Commercial  PCBs  are  Industrial  compounds  produced  by 
chlorination  of  biphenyls.  PCBs  persist  in  the  environment,  accumulate  In 
organisms,  and  concentrate  in  the  food  chain.  PCBs  were  used  in  electrical 
equipment,  primarily  In  capacitors  and  transformers,  because  they  are 
electrically  noncoixiuctive  and  stable  at  high  temperatures.  The  disposal  of 
these  compouixls  is  regulated  under  the  federal  TSCA,  which  banned  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  PCBs  with  the  exception  of  PCBs  used  In 
enclosed  systems.  By  definition,  PCB  equipment  contains  500  ppm  PCBs  or 
more,  whereas  PCB-contaminated  equipment  contains  PCB  concentrations 
greater  than  50  ppm  but  less  than  500  ppm.  The  EPA  regulates  the  removal  and 
disposal  of  ail  sources  of  PCBs  containing  50  ppm  or  more;  the  regulations  are 
more  stringent  for  PCB  equipment  than  for  PCB-contaminated  equipment. 

Closure  Baseline.  A  survey  to  test  the  PCB  content  of  capacitors  and 
transformers  was  completed  In  November  1989.  The  PCB  capacitors  were 
removed  prior  to  1  October  1988,  and  replaced  with  non-PCB  capacitors. 
Appendix  B  from  the  closure  EIS  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c)  contains  a  list  of  the 
PCB-contaminated  devices  at  Chanute  AFB,  including  the  locations  and 
contaminant  concentrations  of  the  large  transformers.  There  are  currently  five 
active,  large,  PCB-contaminated  transformers  on  the  base  that  must  be 
retrofiiled.  Two  of  these  are  in  Building  68  and  three  are  within  the  Building  851 
hospital  area.  The  Air  Training  Command  will  remove  and  retrofill  all  of  the 
PCB-contaminated  devices  prior  to  disposal  of  the  property. 

3.3.8  Radon 

Regulations.  Radon  is  a  naturally  occurring,  colorless  and  odorless  radioactive 
gas  that  occurs  as  a  product  of  the  radioactive  decay  of  naturally  occurring 
uranium.  Radium  is  found  in  high  concentrations  in  rocks  containing  uranium, 
granite,  shale,  phosphate,  and  pitchblende.  Radon  In  the  outside  air  is  diluted 
to  insignificant  concentrations.  Radon  that  Is  present  In  surrounding  soil  enters 
a  buHding  through  small  spaces  and  openings  and  can  accumulate  In  enclosed 
areas  such  as  basements.  The  cancer  risk  from  exposure  through  the 
Inhalation  of  radon  is  currently  a  topic  of  concern. 

There  are  no  federal  regulations  setting  standards  for  radon  exposure.  U.S.  Air 
Force  policy  requires  Implementation  of  the  Air  Force  Radon  Assessment  and 
Mitigation  Program  (RAMP)  to  determine  levels  of  radon  exposure  of  military 
members  and  their  dependents.  Results  from  completed  surveys  provide 
Information  for  the  development  of  mitigation  plans,  where  required.  The  U.S. 
EPA  has  made  testing  recommendations  for  both  residential  structures  and 
schools.  For  residential  structures  with  a  2-  to  7-day  charcoal  canister  test,  a 
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level  between  4  to  20  picocuiies  per  liter  (pCi/l)  should  result  in  additior^ 
screening  within  a  few  years.  For  levels  of  20  to  200  pCi/l,  additional 
confirmation  sampling  should  be  done  within  a  few  months.  A  reading  In 
excess  of  200  pCi/l  should  result  in  immediate  evacuation  of  the  structure. 
Schools  are  to  use  a  2-day  charcoal  canister;  results  of  4  to  20  pCi/l  require  a 
9-month  school  year  survey.  It  is  recommertded  that  the  survey  be  performed 
with  either  an  alpha  track  detector  survey  or  Ion  chamber  survey.  If  a  3-month 
alpha  track  detector  shows  levels  greater  than  20  pCI/l,  a  diagnostic  survey  or 
mitigation  is  Indicated  (Table  3.3-5). 


Table  3.3-5.  Recommertded  Radon  Surveys  and  Mitigations 


Facility 

EPA  Action  Level 

Recommendation 

Residential 

4  to  20  pCi/l 

Additional  screening. 

Expose  detector  for  1  year. 

Residential 

20  to  200  pCi/l 

Perform  follow-up  measurements. 

Expose  detectors  for  no  more  than  3  months. 

Residential 

Above  200  pCi/l 

Follow-up  measurements. 

Expose  detectors  for  no  more  than  one  week. 
Immediately  reduce  radon  levels. 

Two-Day  Weekend  Measurement 

School 

4  to  20  pCi/l 

Confirmatory  9-month  survey. 

Alpha  track  or  ion  chamber  survey. 

School 

Greater  than  20  pCi/l 

Diagnostic  survey  or  mitigation. 

Congress  has  set  a  national  goal  for  indoor  radon  concentration  of  the  outdoor  ambient  levels  of  from  0.2  to 
0.7  pO/I. 


Closure  Baseline.  The  Air  Force  has  directed  an  RAMP  for  assessment  of  all 
habitable  structures  on  bases.  A  small  radon  sampling  survey  was  conducted 
at  Chanute  AFB  in  FY 1 968.  Of  the  1 ,323  military  family  housing  units  on  base, 
33  were  tested  for  radon.  One  housing  unit  exceeded  the  Air  Force’s  action 
level  of  4  pCi/l  (4.4  pCI/l).  The  base  has  implemented  a  detailed  radon 
assessment  program  in  accordance  with  U.S.  Air  Force  policy,  and  a  further 
radon  survey  is  scheduled  for  1991. 

3.3.9  Medical/Biohazardous  Watte 

Regulations.  Current  federal  standards  do  not  require  regulation  of  medical 
wastes.  The  Medical  Waste  Tracking  Act  was  passed  for  a  2-year  period 
beginning  in  1988.  This  act  covered  five  states  plus  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
Puerto  Rico.  Illinois  currently  manages  infectious  waste  under  a  regulation  that 
allows  the  autoclaving  of  waste  to  render  It  no  longer  Infectious.  This  process 
exposes  infectious  waste  to  temperatures  of  250°F  and  20  psi  of  steam, 
effectively  sterilizing  these  wastes. 

Closure  Baseline.  The  base  hospital,  with  a  200-bed  capacity,  currently 
operates  15  beds.  All  of  the  medical  waste.  Including  “sharps,”  tubing,  gauze, 
and  other  contaminated  materials.  Is  incinerated  In  a  permitted  hospital 
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pathological  Incinerator  that  has  secorxjary  combustion  for  air  pollution  control. 
The  laboratory  at  the  base  hospital  autoclaves  ail  biohazardous  waste  prior  to 
disposal.  The  hospital  does  not  use  either  chemotherapeutic  (cytotoxic)  drugs 
or  radiological  sources.  The  photochemical  and  dental  wastes  are  processed  In 
a  silver  recovery  system  before  being  transported  to  the  DRMO  for  disposal. 

At  base  closure,  the  hospital  will  be  Inactive  and  no  biohazardous  waste  will  be 
generated.  The  existing  biohazardous  waste  will  either  be  removed  or  treated 
prior  to  closure. 

3.4  NATURAL  ENVIRONMENT 

This  section  describes  the  affected  environment  for  natural  resources:  geology 
and  soils,  water  resources,  air  quality,  noise,  biological  resources,  and  cultural 
resources. 

3.4.1  Geology  and  Soils 

The  ROI  for  soils  is  localized  artd  limited  to  the  immediate  site  area.  Sediment 
transfer  associated  with  erosion  Is  minimal  and  does  not  expand  the  ROI 
beyond  the  site  area.  The  ROI  for  geology  extends  to  neighboring  mineral 
deposits  that  will  be  heavily  utilized  during  construction  activities,  namely  the 
sand  and  gravel  deposits  north  of  Rantoul. 

3.4. 1.1  Soils.  Surface  soils  are  the  chief  natural  resource  in  Champaign 
County.  Farms  utilize  more  than  80  percent  of  the  total  acreage;  corn  and 
soybeans  are  the  major  crops  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1982).  Near  the 
runway  area,  approximately  300  acres  of  Chanute  AFB  property  are  leased  for 
farming.  Required  use  of  conservation  practices  acceptable  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS)  ensures  that  the 
leased  areas,  much  of  which  contain  prime  farmland,  remain  unspoiled  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1986a). 

Most  of  the  area  soils  are  silt  loam  or  sBty  day  loam.  Scattered  lenses  of  sand 
and  gravel  are  common  in  the  subsoil.  Undisturbed  soil  profiles  are  found  in  the 
northeast  recreational  area  and  in  isolated  areas  near  the  southeast  part  of  the 
base  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1982).  The  following  properties  make  the 
soil  suitable  for  farming: 

•  The  relative  mass  of  organic  matter  In  the  topsoil  is  medium  to  high, 
ranging  from  2  to  7  percent 

•  The  water  capacity  of  the  son  (available  to  plants)  is  high  and  typically 
comprises  nearly  0.2  inch  of  water  per  inch  of  soil 

•  Surface  layers  of  soil  are  often  slight  to  medium  In  acidity,  with  pH  values 
greater  than  5.5;  subsoil  layers  are  generally  neutral  In  pH. 

Ponding  occurs  as  a  result  of  poor  natural  drainage  of  the  soils.  Poor  drainage 
is  the  result  of  soils  that  have  relatively  high  silt  or  day  content,  a  relatively  high 
water  table,  and  a  very  low  hydraulic  gradient  (0.0015  to  0.001 7  ft/ft)  (U.S.  Army 
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Corps  of  Engineers,  1987).  The  poor  natural  drainage  also  contributes  to  a 
medium  to  high  potential  for  frost  action  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1 982). 

Water  and  wind  erosion  are  not  significant  problems  because  areas  are 
generally  under  vegetative  cover,  lie  beneath  facilities  or  pavements,  or  are 
leased  and  managed  with  SCS-recommended  practices.  As  evidenced  by 
minor  erosion  along  Salt  Fork  Creek,  the  silt  loam  soils  that  are  widespread  on 
the  base  could  be  easily  eroded  if  they  remain  barren  or  if  they  remain  on 
excessively  steep  slopes  for  extended  periods  of  time. 

The  shrink-swell  potential  of  soils  on  base  ranges  from  low  to  moderate  (the 
coefficient  of  linear  expansion  ranges  from  0.01  to  0.06)  and  imposes  few 
constraints  on  construction  activities.  Most  of  the  soils  to  a  depth  of  5  feet  are 
in  the  CL,  CH,  SC,  ML,  or  SM  categories  of  the  Unified  Soil  Gassification 
System  (USCS),  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1982).  The  soils  are 
considered  poor  to  fair  for  use  as  subgrade  and  are  less  suitable  use  as  base  or 
subbase.  Typical  engineering  parameter  values  associated  with  these  soils  at  a 
depth  of  3  feet  are  as  follows  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1981): 

•  Bearing  capacity  (pounds  per  square  foot)  2,000-3,000 

•  California  Bearing  Ratio  4 

•  Modulus  of  subgrade  reaction  65 

Wetlarxj  (hydric)  soils  occur  in  creek  washes  and  depressions  near  the 
southeast  part  of  the  base.  Soils  in  these  depressions  typically  contain  more 
clay  and  are  gleyed  (sticky  and  bluish-gray  as  a  result  of  excessive  moisture) 
and  sometimes  mottled  (Illinois  Natural  History  Survey,  1990). 

3.4. 1.2  Geology 

Physiography  and  Geology.  Chanute  AFB  is  in  the  Interior  Lowland 
Physiographic  Province  of  east-central  Illinois.  The  base  is  located  on 
Quaternary  glacial  deposits  250  to  300  feet  thick  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c).  These 
glacial  deposits  correspond  to  three  glacial  periods:  the  Wisconsin,  lllinoian, 
arxf  Kansan  (Wickham,  1979).  Glacial  till  of  the  Wedron  formation  (Batestown 
Till  Member)  is  common  arourxl  Chanute  AFB  and  typically  consists  of 
unstratified,  unconsolidated,  heterogeneous  mixtures  of  clay,  sand,  gravel,  and 
cobbles  (Figure  3.4-1).  Glacial  deposits  on  Chanute  AFB  consist  of  silty  till 
intercalated  with  sand,  gravel,  and  loess  (windblown  silt)  (Willman  et  al.,  1975). 
The  three  glacial  deposits  are  bounded  by  soils  corresponding  to  interglacial 
periods  (i.e..  Modem  Sangamonlan,  Yarmouthian,  and  Aflonian  soils)  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1990c;  Piskin  and  Bergstrom,  1975). 

Much  of  the  regional  topographic  relief  is  a  result  of  past  glacial  activity. 

Chanute  AFB  and  Rantoul  are  located  on  a  glacial  till  plain  between  three  glacial 
end  moraines:  the  Rantoul  Moraine  Gargely  buried)  to  the  west,  the  Urbana 
Moraine  to  the  south,  and  the  Bloomington  Moraine  to  the  north  and  east.  The 
land  surface  is  relatively  smooth  with  a  gentle  slope  down  to  the  southeast. 
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Elevations  range  from  750  feet  above  MSL  In  the  northeast  portion  of  the  base 
to  about  710  feet  above  MSL  near  the  southeast  comer  of  the  installation 
boundary.  The  southeast  portion  of  the  base  exhibits  undulating  topography. 

No  bedrock  exposures  are  present  In  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  base. 
Bedrock  underlies  the  glacial  deposits  and  consists  of  Pennsylvanian, 
MIssissippian,  arxl  Devonian  age  shales,  sandstones,  limestones,  and 
dolomites.  Pennsylvanian  rocks  are  dominated  by  shales  with  interbedded 
sandstones  arxl  limestones,  MIssissippian  strata  are  predominantly  limestones 
and  dolomites  with  Interbedded  shales,  and  Devonian  strata  are  primarily 
shales,  limestones,  and  dolomites  (Visocky,  et.  al.,  1985). 

The  dominant  structural  feature  in  the  area  is  the  La  Salle  Anticlinal  Belt  that 
trends  north-south  through  Champaign  County.  This  anticline  has  folded  the 
bedrock  material  into  gentle  arches.  These  folds  have  fractured  the  bedrock, 
thereby  increasing  the  permeability  of  the  sedimentary  rocks.  The  axis  of  this 
anticline  is  about  2  miles  west  of  Chanute  AFB  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c). 

Mineral  Resources.  Several  sand  and  gravel  deposits  are  located  within 
5  miles  of  Chanute  AFB.  A  large  deposit  is  located  northeast  and  east  of 
Rantoul,  along  the  southern  boundary  of  the  Bloomington  Moraine.  Smaller 
sand  and  gravel  deposits  can  be  found  northwest  of  the  base.  No  sizeable 
deposits  are  known  to  exist  on  base  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c). 

Seismicity.  Champaign  County  Is  In  Seismic  Zone  1  (Helgold  and  Larson, 
1990).  No  major  active  faults  occur  in  or  near  Champaign  County.  The  New 
Madrid  Seismic  Zone  includes  part  of  southern  Illinois  and  areas  farther  south. 
In  a  worst-case  500-year  seismic  event  on  the  New  Madrid  fault.  Champaign 
County  could  experience  minor  damage  (e.g.,  dishes  falling  from  shelves  and 
cracking  of  piaster). 

3.4.2  Water  Resources 

The  ROI  for  surface  water  and  groundwater  generally  extends  beyond  the  base 
property  to  areas  affected  by  changes  in  resource  usage.  There  are  no  coastal 
zones,  coastal  barriers,  or  wild  and  scenic  rivers  in  the  ROI. 

3.4.2. 1  Surface  Water.  Surface  water  resources  on  base  and  within  2  miles  of 
the  base  include  a  recreation  lake;  three  golf  course  porxis;  Salt  Fork  Creek, 
which  runs  through  the  southeast  portion  of  the  base;  and  the  Upper  Salt  Fork 
Drainage  Ditch,  into  which  the  creek  flows. 

The  recreation  lake,  in  the  southeast  section  of  the  base,  has  a  surface  area  of 
approximately  20  acres  and  is  used  for  fishing.  The  present  recreational  lake 
was  constructed  In  1984  from  an  area  originally  occupying  a  series  of  sewage 
lagoons.  The  lake  level  is  maintained  by  pumping  groundwater  as  needed. 
Trees  and  other  vegetation  were  planted  to  stabilize  the  soils  along  the 
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shoreline.  Three  golf  course  porxJs  are  located  east  of  the  base  runways.  Each 
pond  covers  an  area  of  approxiniately  2  acres. 

Salt  Fork  Creek  flows  just  outside  the  southern  installation  boundary  and  across 
1 .9  miles  of  the  southeastern  section  of  the  base.  Salt  Fork  Creek  receives 
much  of  the  on-base  drainage  through  a  storm  drainage  system  that  includes 
sewers,  drains,  and  ditches  (U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  1987).  The  creek 
has  been  channelized  so  there  are  no  floodplain  or  flood-prone  areas  on  base 
(U.S.  Air  Force,  1987a).  The  nearest  lOO-year  floodplain  is  approximately 
3,000  feet  southeast  of  the  base.  Salt  Fork  Creek  drains  into  the  Upper  Salt 
Fork  Drainage  Ditch  approximately  1  mile  southeast  of  the  base.  The  Upper 
Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch  feeds  into  the  Salt  Fork  of  the  Spoon  River,  which,  in 
turn,  drains  into  the  VermUlion  River.  There  are  no  flood  plains  within  the 
immediate  areas  east  of  the  base  property. 

Wetland  areas  are  present  In  the  southeast  part  of  the  base,  along  Salt  Fork 
Creek  and  in  nearby  depressions.  These  areas  are  typically  Inundated  with 
creek  flow  or  surface  runoff  during  Intense  rains  (Illinois  Natural  History  Survey, 
1990).  One  site  is  inundated  in  the  spring. 

Surface  Water  Quality.  Samples  from  Salt  Fork  Creek,  collected  less  than 
1  mile  downstream  from  the  base  boundary,  show  no  evidence  of  violations  of 
state  secoTKlary  contact  water  use  standards.  However,  the  fecal  collform 
count  is  high,  exceeding  the  state  general  water  use  criterion  for  bathing  values 
(Short,  1989). 

The  Rantoul  WWTP  discharges  effluent  into  the  Upper  Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch. 
Chanute  AFB  stopped  discharging  into  the  drainage  ditch  In  1988  when  the 
base  was  connected  to  the  Rantoul  WWTP.  Rantoul’s  current  NPDES  permit  for 
wastewater  treatment  effluent  discharge  to  the  Upper  Salt  Drainage  Ditch  is 
effective  through  January  1995. 

3.4.2.2  Surface  Drainage.  The  storm  drainage  system  Is  tributary  to  Salt  Fork 
Creek  and  consists  of  storm  sewers,  curb  inlets  and  yard  drains,  airfield 
drainage  inlets,  drainage  ditches,  and  storm  water  pump  stations.  Storm  water 
pump  stations  are  located  at  the  hospital  and  at  the  northeast  and  southwest 
residential  areas.  The  change  in  elevation  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest  points 
on  the  base  is  35  feet,  providing  a  hydraulic  gradient  of  0.001 7  ft/ft.  This  very 
low  gradient  has  led  to  the  use  of  large  sewers  that  are  not  self  cleaning  (EDAW 
et  al.,  1990;  U.S  Army  Corps  Engineers,  1987). 

Natural  drainage  In  the  base  vicinity  is  poor  and  results  in  saturated  conditions 
and  poTKJing.  These  terxfericles  primarily  result  from  the  very  low  hydraulic 
gradient,  the  fine  texture  of  the  soil  (relatively  high  percentages  of  silt  and  clay), 
arxf  the  relatively  high  water  table.  Ponding  is  currently  a  problem  near  the 
southwest  comer  of  the  base  west  of  the  housing  area.  Surface  runoff  (sheet 
flow)  is  also  prevalent  across  the  golf  course  from  the  area  north  of  the  base 
(EDAWetal.,  1990). 
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The  Maintenance  and  Upgrade  of  Drainage  Systems  (MUDSi  study  (U  S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1987),  completed  in  1987,  was  conducted  to  identify 
problems  with  the  storm  water  drainage  system  and  to  propose  system 
improvements.  Drainage  problems  persist  in  scattered  areas  around  the  base, 
including  the  runway. 

3.4.2.3  Groundwater.  Four  hydrogeologic  units  underly  the  base;  these 
include  bedrock  and  glacial  deposits  of  Wisconsinan,  iiiinoian,  and  Kansan  age. 
None  of  the  aquifers  is  designated  by  the  EPA  as  a  sole  or  principal  drinking 
water  resource  for  the  area,  pursuant  to  Section  1424(E)  of  the  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Act,  as  amended.  The  upper  Wisconsinan  aquifer  can  potentiaily  yield 
from  3  to  60  gpm;  Its  water  flows  toward  Salt  Fork  Creek.  The  underlying 
llllnolan  aquifer,  at  a  depth  of  approximately  70  feet,  can  yield  up  to  800  gpm  in 
the  thicker  sand  and  gravel  layers.  The  general  direction  of  groundwater  flow  is 
to  the  south.  Wisconsinan  and  Iiiinoian  aquifers  are  not  used  by  Chanute  AFB 
or  the  Village  of  Rantoul  as  sources  of  drinking  water  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c). 

The  Kansan  aquifer,  at  a  depth  of  approximately  220  feet,  consists  of  a  layer  of 
sand  approximately  60  feet  thick  in  which  the  water  flows  south.  This  aquifer, 
yielding  up  to  3,500  gpm,  is  called  the  Mahomet  Sand  and  is  one  of  the  most 
productive  aquifers  in  east-central  Illinois  (Kempton,  et.  al.,  1990).  Nine  wells 
drilled  into  this  aquifer  supply  the  base  with  water.  Seven  of  these  wells  are 
located  in  the  northwest  section  of  the  base,  and  two  are  located  in  the 
southeast.  The  total  volume  of  water  pumped  from  existing  wells  averages 
about  2.0  MGD;  the  pumping  capacity  from  these  wells  is  nearly  3.4  MGD 
(Illinois  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1989b).  With  further  development, 
total  pumping  capacity  could  be  near  5.8  MGD,  more  than  twice  that  currently 
pumped  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1987a). 

The  uppermost  bedrock  aquifer  is  in  fractured  sedimentary  rock  and  contains 
higNy  mineralized  water.  Because  of  the  poor  quality  of  this  water  and  relatively 
low  yields,  the  bedrock  aquifer  is  not  considered  a  reliable  water  source 
(U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c;  Kempton  and  Morse,  1982). 

The  water  table  is  generally  within  1 0  feet  of  the  ground  surface  and  is  at  its 
highest  levels  in  the  spring.  In  some  cases,  ponding  or  flooding  results  from  the 
high  water  table  and  poor  soil  permeability. 

Groundwater  Quality.  An  analysis  of  raw  water  samples  from  base  wells  in  the 
Kansan  aquifer  shows  no  evidence  of  contamination.  The  drinking  water  for 
Chanute  AFB  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul  meets  all  state  and  federal  drinking 
water  standards  (Illinois  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1989b). 

The  quality  of  the  water  in  the  overlying  Wisconsinan  and  Iiiinoian  aquifers  is  not 
completely  known.  The  most  recent  groundwater  samples  taken  from  the 
Wisconsinan  aquifer  indicate  that  organic  contaminants  are  below  detection 
limits  or  at  levels  below  federal  MCLs.  An  exception  is  Fire  Training  Area  2, 
where  elevated  concentrations  of  organic  contaminants  have  been  recorded. 
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Additional  wells  are  planned  in  the  lllinoian  aquifer  so  that  the  water  can  be 
accurately  characterized.  For  a  complete  discussion  on  groundwater  quality 
related  to  IRP  sites,  see  Section  3.3.3. 

3.4.3  Air  Quality 

Air  quality  in  a  given  location  is  described  by  the  concentrations  of  various 
pollutants  in  the  atmosphere,  expressed  in  units  of  ppm  or  micrograms  per 
cubic  meter  (ug/m^.  Pollutant  concentrations  are  determined  by  the  type  and 
amount  of  pollutants  emitted  into  the  atmosphere,  the  size  and  topography  of 
the  air  basin,  and  meteorological  conditions  related  to  the  prevailing  climate. 

The  significar)ce  of  a  pollutant  concentration  is  determined  by  comparison  with 
federal  and/or  state  ambient  air  quality  standards.  These  standards  establish 
limits  on  the  maximum  allowable  concentrations  of  various  pollutants  in  order  to 
protect  public  health  aixf  welfare. 

The  existing  air  quality  of  the  affected  environment  Is  defined  by  examining  air 
quality  monitoring  records  from  monitoring  stations  maintained  by  the  lEPA. 
Information  on  pollutant  corKentrations  measured  for  short-term  (24  hours  or 
less)  and  long-term  (annual)  averaging  periods  were  extracted  from  the 
monitoring  station  data  in  order  to  characterize  the  existing  air  quality 
background  of  the  area.  Emission  Inventory  information  was  separated  by 
pollutant  and  reported  in  tons  per  year  in  order  to  describe  the  baseline 
conditions  of  pollutant  emissions  in  the  area. 

Identifying  the  exact  ROI  for  air  quality  requires  knowing  the  types  of  pollutants 
that  will  be  emitted,  the  pollutant  emission  rates,  the  release  parameters  of  the 
pollutant  sources,  the  proximity  relationships  among  sources,  and  the  local  and 
regional  meteorological  conditions.  For  inert  pollutants  (all  pollutants  other  than 
ozone  and  its  precursors),  the  ROI  is  generally  limited  to  an  area  within  a  few 
miles  downwirxl  from  the  source  Ozone  (O3)  >5  9  •'cco'^jary  pollutant  formed 
in  the  atmosphere  by  photochemical  reactions  of  previously  emitted  pollutants. 
The  maximum  effect  of  precursor  emissions  on  Increased  O3  levels  usually 
occurs  several  hours  after  they  are  emitted,  and  therefore  many  miles  downwind 
from  the  source.  Thus,  the  ROI  for  O3  may  extend  many  mHes  downwind.  For 
the  air  quality  analysis,  the  ROI  for  project  construction  and  operational 
activities  would  be  the  e}dsting  airshed  surrounding  Chanute  AFB.  For 
regulatory  purposes,  project  emissions  would  be  compared  to  emissions 
generated  within  Champaign  County,  Illinois. 

Regulations.  Federal  standards  have  been  established  by  the  U.S.  EPA  and 
are  termed  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  (NAAQS).  The  NAAQS 
are  defined  as  maximum  pollutant  concentrations  that  may  not  be  exceeded 
more  than  once  a  year,  annual  standards  may  never  be  exceeded.  These 
standards  IrKlude  maximum  concentrations  for  O3,  carbon  morxixide  (CO), 
nitrogen  dioxide  (NOz),  sulfur  dioxide  (SOz),  particulate  matter  less  than  10 
microns  in  diameter  (PM10),  and  lead  C’*b).  Within  the  study  area,  the  lEPA  has 
adopted  the  NAAQS  to  regi^te  pollutant  levels.  Additionally,  the  lEPA  has 
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promulgated  a  state  ambient  air  quality  standard  for  total  suspertded 
particulates  TSP).  The  NAAQS  and  Illinois  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(lAAQS)  are  shown  in  Table  3.4-1 . 


Table  3.4-1.  Illinois  and  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 


Pollutant 

Averaging 

Time 

National  Standards* 

PrimaiV*  Secondary® 

03 

1  -hour 

0.12  ppm  (240/rg/m^ 

Same 

CO 

8-hour 

9  ppm  (10  mg/m^ 

Same 

1 -hour 

35  ppm  (40  mg/m^) 

Same 

NO2 

Annual 

^00^lQ|m^  (0.05  ppm) 

Same 

SO2 

Annual 

eOfiQ/m^  (0.03  ppm) 

Same 

24-hour 

365/rg/m^  (0.14  ppm) 

Same 

3-hour 

none 

1 ,300  /rg/m^  (0.5  ppm) 

TSP 

Annual 

75/ig/m® 

60/<g/m^ 

24-hour 

260  ^g/m^ 

150  ^g/m^ 

PMio*^ 

Annual 

50/ig/m^ 

Same 

24-hour 

150/rg/m^ 

Same 

Pb 

Quarter 

1 .5  MO/m^ 

Same 

a.  National  standards,  other  than  ozone  and  those  based  on  annual  averages  or  annual  geometric  means,  are  not 
to  be  exceeded  more  than  once  per  year.  The  Illinois  EPA  has  adopted  the  NAAOS  to  regulate  pollutant  levels. 


b.  National  Primary  Standards  express  the  level  of  air  quality  necessary  to  protect  the  public  health  from  any 
known  or  anticipated  adverse  effects  of  a  pollutant,  allowing  for  a  margin  of  safety  to  protect  sensitive 
members  of  the  population. 

c.  National  Secondary  Standards  express  the  le^^  of  air  quality  necessary  to  protect  the  public  welfare  by 
preventing  injury  to  agricultural  crops  and  livostock,  deterioration  of  materials  ar>d  property,  artd  adverse 
impacts  on  the  environment. 

d.  For  federal  purposes,  the  PMio  standard  replaced  the  TSP  standard  in  July  1987;  however,  the  lEPA  has 
retained  a  TSP  standard  as  part  of  the  state  standards. 


3.4.3. 1  Regional  Air  Quality.  According  to  EPA  guidelines,  an  area  with  air 
quality  better  than  the  NAAQS  is  designated  as  being  in  attainment;  areas  with 
worse  air  quality  are  classified  as  nonattainment  areas.  A  nonattainment 
designation  is  given  to  a  region  if  a  primary  standard  for  any  criteria  pollutant  is 
exceeded  at  any  point  in  the  region  for  more  than  3  days  In  3  years.  Currently, 
Champaign  County  is  designated  by  the  EPA  as  in  attainment  for  aU  pollutants 
(Illinois  Environment  Protection  Agency,  1990a). 

The  national  standard  for  TSP  was  superseded  in  1987  by  a  national  standard 
for  PMio.  However,  the  lEPA  retains  a  TSP  standard  for  permitting  purposes 
and  Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration  (PSD)  review.  Champaign  County  is 
presently  designated  as  a  Group  ill  area  for  PMio,  meaning  that  there  is  less 
than  a  20  percent  probability  of  exceeding  the  primary  NAAQS  for  PMio.  The 
closest  Group  1  site  (an  area  with  a  95  percent  or  greater  probability  of 
exceeding  the  primary  standard)  Is  more  than  100  miles  to  the  north  in  the 
southern  portion  of  Chicago.  The  nearest  area  that  exceeds  Illinois  standards 
for  TSP  is  approximately  50  miles  northwest  of  Rantoui. 

Precloture  Reference.  The  lEPA  currently  operates  an  air  monitoring  network 
with  stations  located  throughout  the  state  of  Illinois.  The  nearest  air  monitoring 
stations  to  Chanute  AFB  are  in  Champaign,  15  miles  to  the  south.  The  two 
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stations  in  Champaign  currently  monitor  levels  of  SO2,  O3,  and  PM  10.  Prior  to 
1989,  TSP  was  monitored  at  one  of  these  stations  instead  of  PM10. 

Pollutant  levels  monitored  at  Champaign  can  be  used  as  a  conservative 
representation  of  existing  air  quality  within  the  Chanute  AFB  area  because 
Champaign  is  a  larger  urban  area  with  more  emission  sources  than  the  base 
and  the  surrounding  Village  of  Rantoui. 

The  n^aximum  pollutant  concentrations  monitored  at  the  two  Champaign 
stations  in  1987  through  1989  are  summarized  in  Table  3.4-2.  These  data  show 
that  the  1  -hour  NAAQS  for  Os  and  24-hour  lAAQS  for  TSP  were  exceeded  on 
one  occasion  in  1987.  Otherwise,  monitored  pollutant  levels  generally  remained 
well  below  their  respective  ambient  air  quality  standards. 


Table  3.4-2.  Preclosure  Maximum  Ambient  Air  Pollutant  Levels 


Pollutant/ 

Averaging 

Time 

Unit  of 
Measure 

1987 

1st 

2nd 

Maximum  Concentrations* 
1988 

1st  2nd 

1st 

1989 

2nd 

03 

1-hr 

ppm 

**0.123 

0.099 

0.112 

0.100 

0.088 

0.087 

SQz 

Annual 

ppm 

0.004 

NA 

0.005 

NA 

0.005 

NA 

24-hour 

ppm 

0.028 

0.028 

0.027 

0.026 

0.031 

0.026 

3-hour 

ppm 

0.056 

0.054 

0.056 

0.056 

0.085 

0.071 

TSP 

Annual 

Ag/m^ 

52 

NA 

52 

NA 

— 

— 

24-hour 

**394 

148 

134 

123 

— 

— 

EMio 

Annual 

— 

— 

— 

— 

*** 

NA 

24-hr 

- 

- 

— 

- 

86 

70 

Notes:  *  Pollutant  concentrations  measured  at  Champaign  monitoring  stations,  the  nearest  monitoring  site  to  the  base. 

**  Exceeds  the  NAAQS  or  lAAQS. 

***  Did  rtot  meet  minimum  statistical  selection  criteria  for  a  representative  sample. 

NA  =  not  applicable 
Source:  lEPA  1987,  1988, 1989a. 

Closure  Baseline.  It  can  be  reasonably  assumed  that  pollutant  concentrations 
will  be  similar  to,  or  somewhat  less  than,  concentrations  experienced  under 
preclosure  coixJitions  because  a  large  number  of  emission  sources  will  be 
eliminated  and  there  will  be  fewer  emissions  at  the  time  of  closure.  At  base 
closure  there  will  be  significantly  fewer  motor  vehicles  operating  in  the 
Chanute-Rantoul  area,  the  existing  steam  generating  plant  will  be  operated  at  a 
reduced  level,  and  the  pathological  incinerator  at  the  hospital  will  be  shut  down. 
These  decreases  in  emission  sources  associated  with  dosure  of  the  base  may 
be  offset  somewhat  by  the  initiation  of  reuse  activity  prior  to  the  final  dosure 
date.  However,  it  is  not  expected  that  the  amount  of  emissions  associated  with 
the  initiation  of  reuse  activities  will  be  significant  prior  to  1994. 
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3.4.3.2  Air  Pollutant  Emission  Sources. 


Preclosure  Reference.  The  most  recent  emission  inventones  for  Champaign 
County  and  Chanute  APB  are  presented  in  Table  3.4-3.  Because  Champaign 
County  is  in  attainment  for  all  pollutants,  the  county  inventory  does  not  include 
mobile  source  emissions.  Mobile  source  emissions  from  personal  vehicles  In 
the  county  were  estimated  based  on  the  population  of  the  county.  The  emission 
inventory  for  Chanute  APB  Is  representative  of  preclosure  conditions  in  1988. 
The  primary  emission  sources  in  the  base  inventory  are  motor  vehicles,  the 
coal-fired  central  heating  plant  (lEPA  permit  I.D.  No.  019817AAC),  the  fire 
training  operation  (lEPA  permit  I.D.  No.  019065),  the  natural  gas  heating  plant 
(lEPA  permit  I.D.  No.  029065AAC),  No.  2  fuel  oil  heating  of  buildings,  natural  gas 
domestic  heaters  in  base  housing  units,  aerospace  ground  equipment  school 
engines,  generators,  and  fuel  storage  and  transfer. 


Table  3.4-3.  Preciosure  Emission  Inventory  for  Chanute  APB  and  Champaign  County  (Tons/Year) 


Source  Cateaorv 

CO 

THC'®' 

NOx‘°' 

SO? 

PMio 

Chanute  APB^*^* 

Incinerators 

0.01 

0.02 

Pire  School  practice  burns 

341.0 

244.5 

2.5 

0.2 

78.7 

Emergency  generators 

20.8 

1.3 

0.4 

0.04 

0.03 

Natural  gas-fired  heating  plant 

6.3 

0.3 

1.6 

0.03 

0.2 

Coal-fired  heating  plant 

99.6 

1.7 

124.5 

647.5 

398.5 

Natural  gas-fired  heaters 

3.4 

1.3 

16.8 

0.1 

0.8 

Puel  oil-fired  heaters 

0.6 

0.3 

2.2 

17.6 

0.3 

Surface  coatings 

— 

141.8 

— 

-- 

— 

Aerospace  ground  equipment 

1.4 

1.1 

0.1 

0.01 

0.1 

Puel  storage  and  transfer 

— 

16.1 

— 

— 

-• 

Military  vehicles 

2.7 

0.3 

0.3 

0.04 

0.1 

Personal  vehicles 

632.1 

70.6 

63.2 

10.2 

26.0 

Agricultural  tilling 

— 

— 

— 

— 

3.2 

Wood  dust 

—  - 

— 

— 

-- 

3.6 

Subtotal 

1,107.9 

479.3 

211.6 

675.7 

511.6 

Champaign  County^*^^ 

392.0 

2,193.0 

2,578.0 

4,412.0 

1,657.0 

Personal  vehicles^*^ 

9,886.6 

1,104.2 

988.5 

159.5 

406.7 

Total  Champaign  County 

11,386.5 

3,776.5 

3,778.1 

5,247.2 

2,575.3 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 
(•) 


Nitrogen  oxides 

Emissions  are  for  fiscal  year  1984,  except  emissions  for  Incinerators,  practice  bums,  and  heating  plants  are  for  fiscal 
year  1988. 

Emissions  are  for  point  sources  only  and  do  not  include  emissions  from  Chanute  AFB  (U.S.  Air  Fort  ,  1990c). 

Emissions  are  estimates  of  personal  vehicle  emissions  for  the  county,  excluding  personal  vehido  emissions  from 
Chanute  AFB.  Estimates  were  obtained  by  assuming  that  the  rr  ' '  of  population  to  vehicle  emissions  for  the  county  was 
the  same  as  that  for  the  base 


Closure  Baseline.  The  emission  inventory  for  ChaniT''  APB  after  base  closure 
can  be  estimated  by  eliminating  the  incinerator  and  tht:  ';hool  categor>9s 

and  assuming  that  emis.sions  other  than  those  asr''  '^iated  with  heating  and 


3-66 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  Fli 


power  generation  are  proportional  to  population.  The  ratio  of  predosure  base 
population  (induding  military  personnel,  military  dependents,  and  civilian 
employees)  to  the  base  population  after  dosure  is  applied  to  each  of  the 
Chanute  AFB  pollutant  non-heating/power  emission  totals  in  Table  3.4-3  in  order 
to -obtain  the  dosure  emission  estimates.  This  is  a  reasonable  assumption 
because  the  most  significant  non-heating/power  emission  sources  at  Chanute 
AFB  are  motor  vehides,  which  are  dosely  related  to  total  population.  Heating 
plants  and  power  generators  are  assumed  to  operate  at  20  percent  of 
preclosure  capacity  in  order  to  fulfill  minimum  building  heating  and  power 
requirements.  The  base  does  not  currently  support  a  flying  mission  and  there 
c  e,  therefore,  essentially  no  emissions  associated  with  aircraft  or  flight 
operations. 

The  baseline  emissions  for  Champaign  County  are  assumed  to  be 
approximately  the  same  at  the  time  of  dosure  as  shown  previously  (T able  3.4-3) 
for  1989.  This  is  a  reasonable  assumption  because  the  population  of 
Champaign  County  is  projected  to  change  at  a  rate  of  less  than  1  percent  per 
year  over  the  period  1 988  to  1 993.  Closure  baseline  emissions  for  the  base  and 
Champaign  county  are  presented  in  Table  3.4-4. 


Table  3.4-4.  Closure  Emission  Inventory  for  Chanute  AFB  and  Champaign  County  (Tons/Year) 


Source  Cateqorv 

CO 

THC'®' 

msmm 

SO2 

PMm 

Chanute  AFB'®* 

Incinerators 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Fire  School  Practice  Bums 

— 

— 

— 

— 

Emergency  generators 

4.16 

0.26 

0.08 

0.01 

0.01 

Natural  gas-fired  heating  plant 

1.26 

0.06 

0.32 

0.01 

0.04 

Coal-fired  heating  plant 

19.92 

0.34 

24.90 

129.50 

79.70 

Natural  gas-fired  heaters 

0.68 

0.26 

3.36 

0.02 

0.16 

Fuel  oil-fired  heaters 

0.12 

0.06 

0.44 

3.52 

0.06 

Surface  coatings 

— 

0.58 

— 

— 

— 

Fuel  storage  and  transfer 

— 

0.07 

— 

— 

— 

Military  vehides 

0.01 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Personal  vehicles 

2.60 

0.29 

0.26 

0.04 

0.11 

Agricultural  tilling 

- 

— 

— 

— 

0.01 

Wood  dust 

- 

— 

— 

— 

0.01 

Subtotal 

28.75 

1.92 

29.36 

133.10 

80.10 

Champaign  County^**^ 

392.0 

2,193.0 

2,578.0 

4,412.0 

1,657.0 

Personal  Vehides^** 

9,886.6 

1,104.2 

988.5 

159.5 

406.7 

HHHI 

2.143.8 _ 

Not*  (a)  Total  hydrocarbons 

(b)  Nitrogen  oxides 

(c)  Emissione,  other  than  those  from  heating  plants  arrd  power  generators,  are  based  on  data  from  Table  3.4-3  times  ratio  of 
year  1993  bass  population  to  1988  base  population.  Heating  plant  and  power  generator  emissions  are  assumed  to 
remain  at  20  percent  of  the  preclosure  level. 

(d)  Emissions  are  for  point  sources  only  arrd  do  not  include  emissione  from  Chanute  AFB  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c). 

(e)  Emissions  are  estimates  of  personal  vehicle  emissions  for  the  county,  excluding  personal  vehicle  emissions  from 
Chanute  AFB.  Estimates  were  obtained  by  assuming  that  the  ratio  of  population  to  vehida  emissions  for  the  county  was 
the  same  as  that  for  the  base. 
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3.4.4  Noise 


The  ROI  for  noise  sources  at  Chanute  AFB  is  iimited  to  Champaign  County, 
lilinois.  The  area  most  affected  by  the  base  closure  and  reuse  is  limited  to  the 
base  property  itself,  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  arxl  a  small  parcel  of  coun’y  land 
immediately  adjacent  to  Rantoul. 

Noise  is  usually  defined  as  sound  that  is  undesirable  because  it  interferes  with 
speech  and  hearing,  or  is  intense  enough  to  damage  hearing,  or  is  otherwise 
annoying  (unwanted  sound).  The  characteristics  of  sound  include  parameters 
such  as  intensity,  frequency,  and  duration. 

Sound  can  vary  over  an  extremely  large  range  of  energy  levels.  The  decibel 
(dB)  is  the  accepted  standard  unit  for  measuring  noise  levels  because  it 
accounts  for  these  large  variations  in  energy.  Table  3.4-5  presents  examples  of 
typical  sound  levels.  Sound  also  varies  with  frequency  or  pitch.  When 
measuring  sound  to  determine  its  effects  on  a  human  population,  A-weighted 
(dBA)  sound  levels  are  typically  used.  A-weighted  sound  levels  represent  the 
sound  level  according  to  a  prescribed  frequency  response  established  by  the 
American  NatioruJ  Standards  Institute,  accounting  for  the  response  of  ihe 
human  ear. 

Noise  levels  often  change  with  time.  To  compare  levels  over  different  time 
periods,  several  descriptors  were  developed  that  take  into  account  this 
time-varying  nature.  These  descriptions  are  used  to  assess  and  correlate  the 
various  effects  of  noise  on  man  and  animals,  induding  land  use,  sleep 
interference,  and  startle  effects.  One  descriptor  is  the  equivalent  sound  level 
(Leq).  The  Leq  is  formulated  in  terms  of  the  equivalent  steady-state,  A-weighted 
sound  level  that  would  contain  the  same  acoustical  energy  as  the  time-varying 
A-weighted  sound  level  during  the  same  time  inten/al. 

A  second  descriptor  is  the  maximum  sound  level  (Lmax).  The  Lmax  is  defined 
to  be  the  highest  A-weighted  sound  level  observed  during  a  single  event  of  any 
duration.  Another  descriptor  used  to  describe  time-varying  sourxl  is  the  Sound 
Exposure  Level  (SEL).  The  SEL  value  represents  the  A-weighted  sound  level 
integrated  over  the  entire  duration  of  the  event  and  referenced  to  a  duration  of 
one  second.  Typically,  most  events  last  longer  than  one  second  and  the  SEL 
value  will  be  higher  than  the  maximum  sound  level  of  the  event 

To  determine  the  effects  of  noise  over  a  long  time  period,  the  day-night  average 
sound  level  (DNL)  was  developed.  The  DNL  is  the  average  A-weighted 
acoustical  energy  during  a  24-hour  period.  It  is  calculated  by  averaging  the 
hourly  Leq  values  for  a  24-hour  period,  adding  a  10-dB  penalty  to  the  nighttime 
levels  (between  10  pm  and  7  am).  This  penalty  accounts  for  the  added 
intrusK/eness  of  nighttime  noise  events  as  well  as  the  generally  lower 
background  noise  levels  during  these  hours.  The  DNL  was  developed  by  the 
EPA  and  is  used  by  the  federal  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  the  FAA,  and  the  DOD.  The  DNL  is  an  accepted  unit  for 
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Table  3.4-5  Comparative  Sound  Levels 


Common  Outdoor 
Noise  Levels 

Jet  Flyover  at  1 000  ft 

Gas  Lawnmower  at  3  ft 

Diesel  Truck  at  50  ft 
Noisy  Urban  Daytime 

Gas  Lawnmower  at  1 00  ft 

Commercial  Area 
Heavy  T  raffic  at  300  ft 

Quiet  Urban  Nighttime 
Quiet  Suburban  Nighttime 

Quiet  Rural  Nighttime 


Common  Indoor 
Noise  Leveis 

Rock  Band 

Inside  Subway  Train  (New  York) 

Food  Blender  at  3  ft 
Garbage  Disposal  at  3  ft 

Shouting  at  3  ft 

Vacuum  Cleaner  at  1 0  ft 

Normal  Speech  at  3  ft 

Large  Business  Office 
Dishwasher  Next  Room 

Small  Theater,  Large  Conference 
Room  (Background) 

Library 

Bedroom  at  Night 
Concert  Hall  (Background) 

Broadcast  and  Recording  Studio 

Threshold  of  Hearing 


Source;  Acentech  1990 


quantifying  human  annoyance  to  general  environmental  noise,  which  includes 
aircraft  noise.  The  noise  descriptors  used  in  this  report  are  the  DNL,  Lmax,  and 
SEL 


Appendix  H  provides  additional  noise-related  information  about  the 
measurement  and  prediction  of  noise.  This  appendix  also  provides  more 
information  on  the  units  used  in  describing  noise  as  well  as  information  about 
the  effects  of  noise,  such  as  annoyance,  sleep  interference,  speech  interference, 
and  effects  on  animals. 

3.4.4. 1  Existing  Noise  Levels.  Typical  noise  sources  in  and  around  airfields 
usually  include  aircraft,  surface  traffic,  and  other  human  activities.  There  has 
been  essentially  no  noise  generated  from  air  traffic  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute 
AFB  since  1 971 ,  when  the  airfield  was  closed.  At  closure,  it  is  assumed  that  the 
airfield  will  still  be  used  very  infrequently  and  only  by  general  aviation  aircraft; 
therefore,  the  closure  baseline  does  not  include  aircraft-related  noise. 

Rail  traffic  on  the  ICR  and  surface  traffic  on  local  streets  and  highways  are  the 
existing  primary  sources  of  noise  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB.  The  baseline 
noise  levels  in  the  vicinity  of  the  base  were  established  in  terms  of  DNL  by 
modeling  the  arterial  roadways  on  and  near  the  base  using  current  traffic  arxl 
speed  characteristics.  The  noise  levels  generated  by  surface  traffic  were 
predicted  using  the  rrKxJel  published  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration 
(1978).  The  noise  levels  are  then  presented  as  a  function  of  distance  from  the 
centerline  of  the  nearest  road,  in  airport  analyses,  areas  with  DNL  of  65  dB  and 
above  are  considered  in  (and  use  compatibility  planning  and  impact 
assessment;  therefore,  the  distances  to  areas  with  DNL  of  65  dB  and  above 
were  of  particular  interest. 

Preclosure  Reference.  AADTs  (Section  3.2.4,  Transportation)  were  used  to 
estimate  preclosure  noise  levels  (Table  3.4-6).  Because  the  airfield  is  used  so 
infrequently,  aircraft-related  noise  was  not  included  in  the  predosure  baseline. 
The  traffic  mix  was  assumed  to  be  96  percent  cars,  3  percent  medium  trucks, 
and  1  percent  heavy  trucks.  Thirteen  percent  of  the  traffic  was  assumed  to  be 
nighttime  traffic. 


Table  3.4-6.  Data  Used  in  Surface  Traffic  Noise  Analysis 


Annual  Average  Daily  Traffic  (AADT) 

Speed 

Assumed 

Preclosure 

Closure 

U.S.  45  n/o  Tanner 

13,800 

7,180 

45 

U.S.  45  s/o  Tanner 

10,700 

5,500 

55 

Maplewood  Dr. 

8,700 

2,400 

35 

Chandler  Rd. 

125 

125 

30 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

325 

325 

30 
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The  results  of  the  roadway  modelling  analyzed  for  preclosure  are  presented  in 
Table  3.4-7.  The  actual  distances  to  the  DNLs  may  be  less  than  those 
presented  in  this  table  because  the  model  does  not  account  for  the  screening 
effects  of  intervening  buildings,  terrain,  and  walls. 


Table  3.4-7.  Distance  to  DNL  from  Roadway  Centerline  for  the  Preclosure 
Reference  and  Closure  Baseline 


Distance  (feet) 

Roadway 

DNL  65  DNL  70 

Preclosure 


U.S.  45  North 

150 

50 

U.S.  45  South 

190 

60 

Maplewood  Dr. 

60 

it 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800 

* 

* 

Closure 

U.S.  45  North 

80 

* 

U.S.  45  South 

100 

40 

Maplewood  Dr. 

* 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

*  contained  within  roadway 


The  rail  noise  levels  were  predicted  from  published  models  and  data 
(Saurenman  et  al.,  1982;  Swing  and  Pies,  1973;  Hatano,  1982).  The  typical  rail 
operations  for  the  peak  season  were  developed  from  AMTRAK  and  ICR 
schedules.  For  this  analysis,  rail  operations  were  assumed  as  an  average  of 
10  trains  per  day,  with  up  to  3  locomotives  and  up  to  100  cars,  traveling  at  20  to 
40  mph.  The  tracks  were  assumed  to  be  well  maintained.  The  distances  from 
the  ran  centerline  to  DNL  75, 70,  and  65  are  approximately  65, 1 80,  and  435  feet, 
respectively. 

Closure  Baseline.  The  noise  levels  projected  for  the  closure  baseline  were 
calculated  using  the  traffic  projections  at  base  closure  (Table  3.4-6).  The  results 
of  the  modelling  for  the  roadways  analyzed  for  the  closure  baseline  are 
presented  In  Table  3.4-7.  Again,  the  actual  distances  to  the  DNLs  may  be  less 
than  those  presented  in  the  table,  because  the  model  does  not  account  for 
screening  effects  of  inten/ening  buildings,  terrain,  and  walls. 

Ral  traffic  for  the  closure  baseline  was  assumed  to  be  the  same  as  for  the 
predosure  reference;  therefore,  the  DNL  distances  would  not  change. 
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3.4.4.2  Noise-Sensitive  Areas.  The  ROI  for  Chanute  AFB  includes 
noise-sensitive  receptors  such  as  residentiai  units,  hospitals,  classrooms,  parks, 
and  golf  courses.  The  Federal  Interagency  Committee  on  Urban  Noise  (1980) 
developed  land  use  compatibility  guidelines  for  noise.  Table  3.4-8  provides 
recommended  DNL  ranges  for  various  land  use  categories  based  on  this 
committee's  findings.  The  distance  to  DNL  65  dBA  is  typically  less  than  60  feet 
from  file  cents,  line  of  iocai  streets  and  190  feet  or  less  from  U.S.  45 
(Table  3.4-7).  No  noise-sensitive  receptors  have  been  identified  near  Chanute 
AFB  that  are  within  an  area  of  incompatible  noise  levels.  Section  3.2.3,  Land 
Use  and  Aesthetics,  describes  land  uses  on  and  near  the  base. 

3.4.5  Biological  Resources 

Biological  resources  include  the  native  and  naturalized  plants  and  animals  in  the 
project  area.  For  discussion  purposes,  these  are  divided  into  vegetation,  wildlife 
(including  aquatic  biota),  threatened  or  endangered  species,  and  sensitive 
habitats.  Past  and  present  land  use  practices  have  greatly  altered  the  natural 
environment  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB,  primarily  through  replacement  of 
native  vegetation  with  agricultural  crops  and  ornamental  landscape  species. 

This,  in  turn  has  changed  wiidlife  populations  present,  through  habitat 
degradation. 

The  ROI  used  for  discussing  the  biological  resources  present  and  potential 
impacts  on  these  resources  is  the  base  and  the  surrounding  area  within  about 
5  miles  of  the  base.  This  includes  the  area  within  which  potential  impacts  could 
occur  and  provides  a  basis  for  evaluating  the  level  of  impact. 

3.4.5. 1  Vegetation.  The  project  area  was  historically  a  wet,  tall  grass  prairie  with 
little  natural  surface  drainage  (Short  and  Joseph,  1987).  Channelization  of 
natural  drainages,  installation  of  tile  drains,  and  conversion  of  the  prairie  to 
agriculture  and  urban  areas  have  eliminated  the  native  vegetation  in  most  of  the 
region.  Isolated  patches  of  native  vegetation  remain  along  the  railroad,  fence 
rows,  and  streams.  In  addition,  local  people  occasionally  plant  native  grass 
seeds  in  areas  that  are  not  cultivated  or  landscaped  in  the  ROI.  The  drier 
conditions  favor  herbaceous  species  such  as  prairie  blazing  star  {Uatris  sp.), 
smooth  aster  (Aster  sp.),  goldenrod  {Solidago  sp.),  prairie  violet  (V/o/a 
padatifida),  and  white  wild  indigo  {Baptlsia  leucanOia). 

Land  surrounding  Chanute  AFB  on  the  west,  south,  and  east  is  now  intensively 
farmed.  The  primary  crops  are  com,  soybeans,  wheat,  and  hay.  Vegetation  on 
the  base  includes  cropland,  a  variety  of  landscaping,  and  small  areas  of 
wetland/riparian  vegetation  associated  with  a  tributary  to  Upper  Salt  Fork 
Drainage  Ditch  and  several  ponds.  Rgure  3.4-2  shows  the  vegetation  on  and 
adjacent  to  the  base.  The  Landscape  Development  Plan  and  the  Cropland 
Management  Plan  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1986a)  have  provided  the  basis  for  managing 
vegetation  resources  on  the  base.  Prior  to  base  closure,  about  300  acres  of 
cropland  in  the  central  part  of  the  base  surrounding  the  runways  are  being 
leased  for  production  of  com  and  soybeans.  This  area  will  likely  continue  to  be 
farmed  at  base  closure. 
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Table  3.4'8.  Land  Use  Compatibility  Guidelines  in  Aircraft  Noise  Exposure  Areas 


Th«  designations  contained  in  this  table  do  not  constitute  a  Federal  determination  that  any  ua«  of  lartd  covered  by  the  program  is 
acceptable  or  unacceptable  under  federal,  state  or  local  law.  The  responsibility  for  determining  the  acceptable  and  permissible  land  uses 
and  the  relationship  between  specific  properties  and  specific  noise  contours  rests  with  the  local  authorities.  FM  determinations  under  Part 
150  are  not  intended  to  substitute  federally  determined  land  uses  for  those  determined  to  be  appropriate  by  local  authorities  In  response  to 
locally  determined  needs  and  values  in  achieving  noise  compatible  land  uses. 


Land  Use 

ONL  65-70 

DNL  70-75 

DNL  75  and  above 

RESIDENTIAL 

Residential,  other  than  mobile 

NLR  required' 

NLR  required' 

Incompatible 

homes/transient  lodgings 

Mobile  home  parks 

Incompatible 

Incompatible 

Incompatible 

Transient  lodgings 

NLR  required' 

NLR  required' 

NLR  required 

PUBLIC  USE 

Schools,  hospitals,  and  nursing  homes 

NLR  required' 

ktcompatible 

Incompatible 

Churches,  auditoriums,  and  concert  halls 

NLR  required' 

NLR  required 

Incompatible 

Government  services 

Compatible 

NLR  required 

NLR  required 

Transportation 

Compatible 

Compatible^ 

Compatible’ 

Parking 

Compatible 

Compatible^ 

Compatible’ 

COMMERCIAL 

Offices,  business  and  professional 

Compatible 

NLR  required 

NLR  required 

Wholesale  and  retail-building  materials. 

Compatible 

Compatible^ 

Compatible’ 

hardware  and  farm  equipment 

Retail  trade  -  general 

Compatible 

Compatible 

NLR  required 

Utilities 

Compatible 

Compatible^ 

Compatible’ 

Communication 

Compatible 

Compatible 

NLR  required 

MANUFACTURING  AND  PRODUCTION 

Manufacturing,  general 

Compatible 

Compatible’ 

Compatible’ 

Photographic  and  optical 

Compatible 

NLR  required 

NLR  required 

Agriculture  (except  livestock)  and  forestry 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Livestock  farming,  and  breeding 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Incompatible 

Mining  and  fishing,  resource  production  artd 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Compatible 

extraction 

RECREATIONAL 

Outdoor  sports  arenas  and  spectator  sports 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Incompatible 

Outdoor  music  shells,  amphitheaters 

Incompatible 

Incompatible 

Incompatible 

Nature  exhibits  and  zoos 

Compatible 

Incompatible 

Incompatible 

Amusements,  parks,  resorts,  and  camps 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Incompatible 

Golf  courses,  riding  stables,  and  water 

Compatible 

Compatible 

Incompatible 

recreation 


Compatible:  Generally,  no  special  noise  attenuating  materials  are  required  to  achieve  an  interior  noise  level  of  ONL  45  in  habitable  space,  or 
the  activity  (whether  indoors  or  outdoors)  would  not  be  subject  to  a  significant  adverse  effect  by  the  outdoor  noise  level. 

NLR*  Noise  Level  Reduction.  NLR  is  used  to  denote  the  total  amount  of  noise  transmission  loss  in  decibels  required  to  reduce  an  exterior 
noise  level  in  habitable  interior  spaces  to  DNL  45.  In  most  places,  typical  building  construction  automatically  provides  an  NLR  of  20  dB. 
Therefore,  if  a  structure  is  located  in  an  area  exposed  to  aircraft  noise  of  DNL  65,  the  interior  level  of  noise  would  be  about  DNL  45.  H  the 
structure  is  located  in  an  area  exposed  to  aircraft  noise  of  DNL  70,  the  interior  level  of  noise  would  be  about  DNL  50,  so  an  additional  NLR  of 
5  dB  would  be  required  if  not  afforded  by  the  normal  construction.  This  NLR  can  be  achieved  through  the  use  of  noise  attenuating  materials 
in  the  construction  of  the  structure. 

Irtcompatible;  Generally,  the  land  use,  whether  in  a  structure  or  an  outdoor  activity,  is  considered  to  be  Incompatible  with  the  outdoor  noise 
exposure,  even  if  special  attenuating  materials  were  to  be  used  in  the  construction  of  the  building. 

'  The  land  use  Is  gerterally  irtoompatibie  and  should  only  be  permitted  in  areas  of  infill  in  existing  neighborhoods  or  where  the  community 
determirtes  that  the  use  must  be  allowed. 

’  NLR  required  in  offices  or  other  areas  with  noise  sensitive  activities. 

Source:  Derived  from  th  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Fsderal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  Part  150, 
'Airport  Noise  Compatibility  Ranning,’  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Title  14,  Chapter  I,  Subchapter  I,  Part  150,  Table  1,  January  18, 1965. 
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Vegetation 
and  Habitat 


Portions  of  the  base  that  are  not  paved  or  covered  by  buildings  or  ponds  are 
landscaped  (about  245  acres)  or  consist  of  grassland  (about  600  acres).  A 
variety  of  ornamental  grasses,  trees,  and  shrubs  have  been  used  for 
landscaping  the  base.  Trees  have  been  planted  along  streets  and  walkways  as 
well  as  in  lawns,  and  shrubs  were  used  around  buildings.  Many  of  the  shrubs, 
however,  have  not  survived  and  were  not  replaced  (Penny  and  Harkness,  1984). 
Some  trees  have  also  beeri  planted  to  form  parkland  buffers  and  wInd/snow 
belts.  These  wooded  areas  comprise  a  total  of  12  acres  on  the  base.  Trees 
present  include  flowering  crabapple  (Pyrus  sp.),  autumn  olK/e,  gray  dogwood 
(Cornus  foemina),  cherry  (Prunus  sp.),  and  other  berry  or  fruit-producing 
species.  The  golf  course  is  planted  in  turf  grasses,  and  the  three  ponds 
support  emergent  and  aquatic  vegetation  such  as  spikerush  (Eleocharis 
erythropoda),  pondweed  {Potamogeton  foliosus  and  P.  nodosus),  and 
soft-stem  bulrush  (Scirpus  validus)  around  their  margins.  This  vegetation, 
however,  is  regularly  removed  by  mowing  and  use  of  herbicides  (Ulaszek  and 
Brooks,  1990). 

A  recreational  lake.  Heritage  Lake,  of  about  20  acres  was  developed  on  base  in 
1983-1984.  The  amount  of  emergent  vegetation  along  its  edges  is  minimal 
because  the  inner  banks  are  lined  with  riprap,  very  little  shallow  area  (less  than 
3  feet  deep)  is  present,  and  nutrient  levels  are  relatively  low. 

A  tributary  to  Upper  Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch  crosses  the  southeastern  part  of 
the  base  and  supports  a  narrow  riparian  corridor  about  75  feet  wide.  Species 
planted  to  Improve  the  riparian  habitat  include  autumn  dive,  sumac  {Rhus  sp.), 
dogwood,  muitiflora  rose  {Rosa  multiflora),  and  bush  honeysuckle  {Lonicera 
sp.)  (Kimball,  1990).  Emergent  vegetation  within  the  channel  includes  yellow 
marsh  cress  {Rorippa  palustrls),  river  bulrush  {Scirpus  fluviatilis),  common 
cattail  {Typha  latifolia),  and  water  smartweed  {Polygonum  amphibium).  Other 
species  found  on  bars  within  the  channel  and  along  the  banks  include  sandbar 
willow  {Salix  exigua),  green  ash  {Fraxinus  pennsylvanica),  box  elder  (Acer 
negundo),  barnyard  grass  {Echinocloa  sp.),  redtop  {^grostis  alba),  reed  canary 
grass  {Phalaris  arundinacea),  and  sawtooth  sunflower  {Helianthus 
grosseserratus)  (Ulaszek  and  Brooks,  1990).  The  total  area  of  riparian  and 
wetland  habitat  along  the  stream  is  approximately  18  acres.  Wetlands  are 
discussed  under  sensitive  habitats  in  Section  3.4.5.4. 

Grasslands  cover  about  600  acres  of  the  base.  The  vegetation  is  primarily 
introduced  grasses  and  is  mowed  regularly.  Native  prairie  grasses  may  be 
present  in  areas  that  have  not  been  disturbed  for  several  years.  Prairie  grasses 
present  In  the  region  that  commonly  recolonize  areas  with  little  disturbance 
include  big  bluestem,  little  bluestem  {findropogon  scoparlus),  Indian-grass 
{Sorgastrum  avenaceum),  side-cats  grama  {Bouteloua  curtipendula),  prairie 
dropseed  {Sporobolus  hetarolepis),  Canadian  rye  grass  {Elymus  canadensis), 
and  switchgrass  (Pan/cum  virgatum).  The  only  known  prairie  grasses  in  the 
area  are  along  U.S.  45  and  the  ICR. 
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For  clarification  purposes,  several  other  categories  are  presented  on  the 
vegetation  map  (Figure  3.4-2).  Non-vegetated  areas  that  are  paved  (e  g.,  roads, 
parking  lots,  airfield),  graded  or  filled,  and  covered  with  structures  are  classiTied 
as  disturbed  habitat  (approximately  280  acres).  Residential  areas  on  the  base 
are  classified  as  urban  (a  mixture  of  disturbed  and  landscaped).  In  Rantoul, 
those  residential  and  commercial  industrial  areas  are  included  in  the  urban 
calegory.  Other  areas  on  the  base  (350  acres)  are  a  mosaic  of  disturbed  habitat 
and  landscaped  (i.e.,  educationalAraining,  industrial,  and  the  partially 
landscaped  recreation  area  around  Heritage  Lake). 

3.4.5.2  Wildlife  Resources.  Wildlife  populations  in  the  project  area  have  been 
altered  as  a  result  of  changes  in  habitat.  The  abundance  of  species  associated 
with  the  original  prairies  has  been  greatly  reduced  whereas  species  tolerant  of 
agriculture  and  urbanization  have  increased  in  aburxfance.  Many  of  the  latter 
are  not  native  to  this  area  (e.g.,  ring-necked  pheasant,  Phasianus  colchicus). 
Common  mammals  in  the  area  include  squirrels  {Sciurus  spp.),  eastern 
cottontail  rabbit  {SyMIagus  floridanus).  raccoon  (Procyon  lotor),  opossum 
(Didelphis  virginiana),  mink  (Mustela  vison),  house  mouse  (Mus  musculus), 
red  fox  (Vulpes  fulva),  muskrat  (Ondatra  zibethica),  and  beaver  (Castor 
canadensis).  Four  species  of  bat  have  been  reported  from  the  Rantoul  area: 
red  bat  (Lasiurus  borealis),  hoary  bat  (L  cinereus),  silver-haired  bat 
(Laslonycterls  nocth/agans),  arxJ  big  brown  bat  (Eptesicus  fuscus)  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1990c;  Illinois  Fish  and  Wildlife  Information  System,  1990).  Their 
occurrence  on  the  base  is  limited  by  the  amount  of  habitat  available.  Hunting  is 
no  longer  allowed  on  the  base,  but  one  permit  is  issued  each  year  for  trapping. 
Species  taken  in  1988  included  muskrat  (10),  beaver  (2),  and  mink  (1). 

Chanute  AFB  is  located  on  the  edge  of  the  Mississippi  flyway  and,  as  a  result,  a 
variety  of  migratory  waterfowl  may  be  seasonally  present  in  the  area.  Canada 
geese  (Branta  canadensis)  arxf  mallard  ducks  (Anas  platyrhynchos)  migrate 
from  southern  Wisconsin  to  southern  Illinois  from  September  to  mid-January 
and  return  from  mid-February  to  late  March.  Use  of  the  ponds,  lake,  and 
cropland  on  the  base  by  sonte  of  these  birds  is  expected,  but  the  habitat 
available  is  not  suitable  for  large  numbers  of  waterfowl.  Other  water-associated 
birds,  such  as  the  great  blue  heron  (Ardea  herodlas),  may  forage  on  the  base. 
Numerous  songbirds  are  present  in  the  region,  some  as  yearlong  residents  and 
others  as  seasonal  visitors.  Common  species  expected  to  occur  on  or  near  the 
base  include  house  sparrow  (Passer  domesticus),  American  robin  (Turdus 
migratorius),  mourning  dove  f^enaida  macroura),  woodpeckers,  homed  lark 
(Eremophila  alpestris),  dickcissel  (Spia  americana),  cedar  waxwing 
(Bombycllla  cedrorum),  Carolina  wren  (Thryothorus  ludoviclanus),  arxJ 
American  crow  (Corvus  brachyrhynchos).  Raptors  that  commonly  frequent 
agricultural  areas  Include  the  American  kestrel  (Faico  sparverlus)  and  red-tailed 
hawk  (Buteo  jamaicensis).  Neither  of  these  nor  any  other  species  of  raptor 
present  in  the  region  is  known  to  nest  within  base  boundaries. 

Aquatic  habitats  in  the  region  are  primarily  stock  ponds  and  small  streams  in  the 
Vermilion  River  drainage  basin.  On  the  base,  aquatic  habitats  are  limited  to 
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three  man-made  ponds  on  the  golf  course  (2  acres  each),  Heritage  Lake  (also 
man-made),  and  a  tributary  of  Upper  Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch.  One  of  the 
ponds  was  constructed  in  1954,  and  the  other  two  were  built  in  1960.  The  water 
level  is  maintained  by  irrigation.  These  ponds  were  stocked  with  fish,  but  no 
records  were  kept  until  1979  when  redear  sunfish  {Lepomis  macrolophus)  were 
introduced.  Carp  {Cyprinus  carpio)  were  also  planted  in  the  west  pond.  There 
has  been  no  fishing  for  a  number  of  years  because  golf  balls  from  the  nearby 
golf  course  pose  a  safety  hazard  to  the  fishermen. 

Heritage  Lake  was  constructed  in  1984  from  two  abandoned  sewage  lagoons. 
The  water  surface  is  above  the  general  land  elevation  so  runoff  to  the  lake  is 
minimal.  The  water  level  is  maintained  by  the  addition  of  well  water. 

Largemouth  bass  (Micropterus  salmoides),  bluegill  sunfish  {Lepomis 
macrochirus),  redear  sunfish,  crappie  {Pomoxis  spp.),  and  channel  catfish 
{Ictalurus  punctatus)  have  been  stocked  in  the  lake.  Rainbow  trout 
{Oncorhynchus  mykiss)  were  stocked  for  put-and-take  fishing  In  1985  and  1986. 
Fishing  is  regulated  by  the  base;  catch  limits  are  three  catfish  (14  inches  or 
longer)  and  three  bass  (minimum  of  15  inches)  per  person  per  day. 

Approximately  1 .9  miles  of  the  tributary  to  Upper  Salt  Fork  Drainage  Ditch 
crosses  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base.  Much  of  the  runoff  from  the  base 
enters  this  perennial  stream;  discharge  of  treated  sewage  has  been 
discontinued.  Approximately  1  mile  downstream  from  the  base  boundary,  the 
stream  channel  averages  13  feet  wide  and  0.6  feet  deep.  The  stream  velocity  in 
June  1989  was  0.2  feet/second.  The  substrate  is  a  mixture  of  small  cobbles, 
large  cobbles,  fine  gravel,  and  claypan  (Short,  1989).  The  macroinvertebrate 
fauna  in  June  1989  comprised  eight  taxa  and  was  dominated  by  mayfly  nymphs 
(HeptagenikJae). 

3.4.5.3  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species.  A  number  of  state  and 
federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  species  are  present  within  50  miles  of 
Chanute  AFB  (Table  3.4-9)  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c).  The  upland  sandpiper  is  the 
only  state-listed  species  known  or  expected  on  the  base  (Illinois  Fish  and 
WHdltfe  Information  System,  1990).  A  survey  conducted  by  the  Illinois  Natural 
History  Survey  in  May  1991  found  no  upland  sandpipers  in  grasslands  on  or 
adjacent  to  the  base.  Upland  sandpipers  nest  in  pastures  and  hay  fields  from 
April  to  September.  Little  suitable  nesting  habitat  Is  present  in  the  vicinity  of 
Chanute  AFB  (Malmborg,  1991).  The  closest  known  nesting  site  observed  in 
recent  years  is  about  20  mUes  south  of  the  base  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1990c). 
Correspondence  from  the  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation  concurs  that 
there  are  no  known  records  of  state-listed  species  or  natural  areas  near  or  in  the 
project  area. 

No  candidates  for  federal  listing  are  known  or  expected  on  the  base.  The 
federally  listed  Indiana  bat  requires  well-developed  riparian  habitat,  which  is  not 
found  on  or  near  the  base.  A  letter  requesting  a  species  list  for  the  project  area 
was  sent  to  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  in  compliance  with  the 
Endangered  Species  Act.  Their  response  indicates  that  no  listed  or  candidate 
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Table  3.4-9.  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species  in  the  Vicinity  of 

Chanute  AFB 


STATUS 

Species  Federal^*^  State^^ 


Bald  eagle  (Haliaeetus  leucocephalus)  E  E 

Indiana  bat  {Myotis  scxialls)  E  E 

Peregrine  falcon  {Falco  peragrinus)  E  E 

Upland  sandpiper  (Bartramia  longicauda)  -  E 

Bigeye  chub  {Hybopsis  amblops)  —  E 

River  redhorse  (Moxostoma  carinatum)  -  T 

Northern  madtom  {Noturus  stigmosus)  -  E 

Bluebreast  darter  {Etheostoma  camurum)  -  E 

Silvery  salamander  ifimbystoma  platineum)  -  E 


(a)  A  taxon  it  dassifiad  aa  andangarad  (E)  whan  it  ia  in  dangar  of  axtinction  throughout  all  or  a 
significant  portion  of  Ha  ranga.  Tha  thraatanad  (T)  catagory  aignifias  that  tha  taxon  is  likaly 
to  bacor-.o  andangarad  in  tha  forasaaabla  futura  throughout  all  or  a  significant  portion  of  its 
ranga. 

(b)  E  «  in  dangar  of  axtirtctiof*  as  a  braadirtg  apadas  in  Illinois.  T  »  a  brooding  spados  that 
is  likaly  to  bacoma  orfdangorad  in  tha  forasaaabla  futura. 


species  are  known  to  occur  on  or  near  Chanute  AFB  (U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  1990). 

3.4.5.4  SensHive  Habitats.  Sensitive  habitats  include  wetlands,  plant 
communities  that  are  unusual  or  of  limited  distribution,  and  important  seasonal 
use  areas  for  wildlife  (e.g.,  migration  routes,  breeding  areas,  or  crucial  winter 
habitat).  At  Chanute  AFB,  wetlands  are  the  only  such  habitat  found  on  the  base. 

In  1989,  the  USFWS,  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (ACOE),  EPA,  and  SCS 
cooperatively  published  a  manual  for  identifying  and  delineating  jurisdictional 
wetlands  (Federal  Interagency  Committee  for  Wetland  Delineation,  1989). 
Jurisdictional  wetlands  possess  three  essential  characteristics  (hydrophytic 
vegetation,  hydric  soils,  and  wetland  hydrology)  and  are  subject  to  Section  404 
of  the  federal  Clean  Water  Act  and  to  the  swampbuster  provision  of  the  federal 
Food  Security  Act.  According  to  the  ACOE,  wetlands  are  areas  inundated  or 
saturated  by  surface  or  groundwater  at  a  frequerx^y  and  duration  suffictent  to 
suppor  ^  prevalence  of  vegetation  typically  adapted  for  life  in  saturated  soil 
conditic  s.  Areas  that  are  periodically  wet  but  do  not  meet  all  three  criteria  are 
not  jurisdictional  wetlands.  Although  the  National  Wetland  Inventory  (NWI) 
maps  were  prepared  primarSy  from  aerial  photographs  using  slightly  different 
criteria,  they  are  useful  in  determining  the  potential  for  wetlands  on  a  site. 

The  USFWS  NWI  maps  indicate  the  presence  of  several  wetlands  on  and 
adjacent  to  the  base.  In  September  of  1990,  the  Illinois  Natural  History  Survey 
examirfed  potential  wetlands  In  the  southeastern  part  of  the  base.  Routine 
on-sIte  wetland  determinations  were  performed  and  four  sites  were  found  to  be 
jurisdictional  wetlands  (Ulaszek  arxl  Brooks,  1990).  A  total  of  about  12  acres  of 
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wetlands  occur  on  base.  These  sites  are  the  tributary  to  Upper  Salt  Fork 
Drainage  Ditch  and  three  low  areas  adjacent  to  the  stream  (Figure  3.4-3).  The 
tributary  to  the  Salt  Fork  Creek  flows  eastward  through  the  southern  portion  of 
the  235-acre  parcel  that  would  be  used  for  runway  extension.  Based  on  a 
review  of  NWI  maps  and  aerial  phoiography,  the  IDOT  has  concluded  that 
wetlands  are  present  in  the  off-base  area  proposed  for  acquisition  (Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation,  1991). 

The  stream  channel  contains  a  series  of  vegetated  bars  dominated  by  sandbar 
willow  and  reed  canary  grass.  Many  of  the  other  species  present  are  described 
above  under  aquatic  biota.  Obligate  wetland  species  (species  that  appear  only 
in  wetland  habitats)  present  are  yellow  marsh  cress,  river  bulrush,  common 
cattail,  water  smartweed,  and  sandbar  willow. 

The  depression  just  north  of  the  stream  and  Perimeter  Road  is  a  scrub-shrub 
patustrine  wetland  dominated  by  sandbar  willow  and  Virginia  wild  rye  (Elymus 
virginicus).  Other  wetland  species  present  include  water  hemp  {fimaranthus 
tuberculatus),  barnyard  grass,  water  smartweed,  American  germander 
(Teucrium  canadense),  and  tiverbank  grape  (Vitis  riparia).  The  depression 
southeast  of  the  aircraft  parking  apron  is  an  emergent  palustrine  wetland. 
Dominant  species  are  redtop,  two  sedges  fCarex  cristatella  and  C.  lanuginosa), 
Kentucky  blue  grass  (Poa  pratensis),  and  sandbar  willow.  All  of  these,  except 
the  Kentucky  blue  grass,  are  facultative  (usually  but  not  always  found  in  wetland 
habitats)  or  obligate  wetland  species.  Other  obligate  wetland  plants  present 
include  nodding  bur-marigold  {Bldens  cernua),  water  smartweed,  and  spotted 
smartweed  (Polygonum  punctatum).  The  third  depression  is  also  an  emergent 
palustrine  wetland,  but  the  dominant  species  are  common  cattail  and  green 
bulrush  (Scirpus  atrovirens).  This  habitat  is  apparently  fed  by  groundwater 
seepage;  the  other  two  depressions  are  flooded  primarily  by  surface  runoff. 

Several  hazardous  waste  sites  (refer  to  Section  3.3  and  3.4.2)  are  located  near 
the  wetlands  on  Chanute  AFB  and  may  currently  or  in  the  future  influence  the 
quality  of  these  habitats.  A  small  wetland  is  very  close  to  Landfill  Site  4.  Landfill 
Site  1  and  Fire  Training  Area  1  are  within  about  20  feet  of  the  stream  and 
upgradlent  (for  groundwater  flow).  Landfill  Site  2  and  Fire  Training  Area  2  are 
also  very  near  the  stream,  but  groundwater  flow  is  away  from  the  stream  and  no 
contamination  of  the  wetland  is  likely. 

3.4.6  Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resources  consist  of  prehistoric  and  historic  sites,  structures,  districts, 
artifacts,  or  any  other  physical  evidence  of  human  activity  considered  important 
to  a  culture,  subculture,  or  community  for  scientific,  religious,  traditional,  or 
other  reason.  For  the  purposes  of  this  EIS,  cultural  resources  also  include 
paleontologicai  remains. 
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Jurisdictional 

Wetlands 


The  ROI  for  this  project  includes  all  areas  within  the  confines  of  Chanute  APB. 

It  also  includes  areas  marked  for  potential  acquisition  that  might  be  disturbed  as 
a  direct  or  indirect  result  of  base  reuse.  These  off-site  areas  include  about  600 
acres  immediately  east  of  the  base  that  are  needed  for  runway  expansion  and 
potential  aviation  support  areas  (see  Figures  2.2-1  and  2.3-1).  The  off-site  areas 
also  include  areas  affected  by  a  new  road  and  improvements  to  U.S.  136 
required  as  a  result  of  base  reuse. 

Numerous  laws  and  regulations  require  federal  agencies  such  as  the  Air  Force 
to  consider  the  effects  of  a  proposed  action  on  cultural  resources.  These  laws 
and  regulations  stipulate  a  process  for  compliance,  define  the  responsibilities  of 
the  federal  agency  proposing  the  action,  and  prescribe  the  relationships  among 
other  involved  agencies  (e.g..  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO),  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation).  Compliance  with  requirements  of 
these  laws  and  regulations  ideally  involves  three  basic  steps:  (1)  identification  of 
significant  cultural  resources  that  could  be  affected  by  the  Proposed  Action  or 
its  alternatives,  (2)  assessment  of  the  impacts  or  effects  of  the  proposed  and 
alternative  actions,  and  (3)  development  and  implementation  of  measures  to 
eliminate  or  reduce  significant  adverse  impacts.  The  primary  law  designed  to 
protect  cultural  resources  is  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (NHPA). 
Cultural  resources,  including  paleontological  remains,  are  also  covered  by 
requirements  of  the  NEPA  of  1969. 

in  compliance  with  the  NHPA,  the  Air  Force  has  initiated  the  Section  106  review 
process  with  the  Illinois  SHPO.  As  part  of  this  review  process,  the  Air  Force  has 
met  with  SHPO  representatives  and  Is  preparing  a  Determination  of  Eligibility  for 
historic  and  prehistoric  resources  on  base,  and  an  assessment  of  the  effects  of 
the  project  on  cultural  resources. 

3.4.6. 1  Archaeological  Resources.  An  archaeological  surface  survey  of 
Chanute  AFB  was  conducted  12  through  14  May  1987  by  archaeologists  from 
the  Illinois  Historic  Preservation  Agency.  The  resulting  letter  report  (Illinois 
Historic  Preservation  Agency,  1987)  indicates  that  no  significant  archaeological 
resources  are  located  within  the  base.  Archaeological  sun/eys  of  off-site  areas 
that  may  be  affected  by  run\ray  expansion  and  road  improvements  off  base 
have  been  conducted  by  the  IDOT  (Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  1991). 
The  surveys  indicate  that  cultural  resources  are  not  located  In  the  area  to  be 
affected  by  runway  expansion  and  associated  roadway  construction  and 
modification.  A  survey  of  off-base  areas  that  could  be  affected  by  maintenance 
facilities  concluded  that  no  archaeological  or  historic  sites  of  significance  are 
present  in  the  area  (Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  1991). 

3.4.6.2  Historic  Resources.  The  significance  of  a  cultural  resource  is  based 
on  its  eligibiilty  for  inclusion  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP), 
which  documents  the  appearance  and  importance  of  districts,  sites,  buHdlngs, 
structures,  and  objects  significant  in  prehistory  and  history.  As  a  guide  in  the 
evaluation  of  properties,  the  National  Park  Service  (NPS)  has  developed  criteria 
that,  when  applied  to  properties  that  have  been  evaluated  within  a  historic 
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context,  are  standards  by  which  every  nominated  property  Is  judged.  NPS 
regulations  (36  CFR  §  60.4)  impose  three  distinct  requirements  on  properties 
eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP.  The  three  requirements  are; 

•  Properties  must  possess  integrity.  The  quality  of  significance  in 
American  history,  architecture,  archaeology,  and  culture  is  present  In 
districts,  sites,  buildings,  structures,  and  objects  that  possess  Integrity  of 
location,  design,  setting,  materials,  workmanship,  feeling,  and  association. 

•  Properties  must  satisfy  at  least  one  of  the  National  Register  criteria. 

The  criteria  are  as  fotlt^s: 

A.  Properties  that  are  associated  with  events  that  have  made  a 
significant  contribution  to  the  broad  patterns  of  our  history;  or 

B.  that  are  associated  with  the  lives  of  persons  significant  in  our 
past;  or 

C.  that  embody  the  distinctive  characteristics  of  a  type,  period,  or 
method  of  construction  or  that  represent  the  work  of  a  master,  or 
that  possess  high  artistic  values,  or  that  represent  a  significant 
and  distinguishable  entity  whose  components  may  lack  individual 
distinction;  or 

D.  that  have  yielded,  or  may  be  likely  to  yield,  information  important 
in  prehistory  or  history. 

•  Properties  should  not,  except  under  extraordinary  circumstances,  be 
among  property  types  typically  excluded  from  National  Register 
consideration.  Ordinarily  cemeteries,  birthplaces,  or  graves  of  historical 
figures,  properties  owned  by  religious  institutions  or  used  for  religious 
purposes;  structures  that  have  been  moved  from  their  original  locations; 
reconstructed  historic  buildings;  properties  primarily  commemorative  in 
nature;  and  properties  that  have  achieved  significance  within  the  past 

50  years  shall  not  be  considered  eligible  for  the  National  Register. 

In  accordance  with  these  requirements,  109  buildings  and  structures  at  Chanute 
AFB  were  evaluated  in  early  1991  to  identify  their  historic  context.  Four  historic 
contexts  for  these  buildings  were  identified,  the  NRHP  criteria  were  applied,  and 
a  Determination  of  Eligibility  for  listing  on  the  NRHP  was  drafted.  Preliminary 
results  indicate  that  there  is  a  potential  historic  district  containing  31  buildings 
and  one  structure  (flagpole),  as  well  as  a  single  building  within  the  proposed 
district  (Building  6)  that  is  potentially  eligible  on  individual  merit  (Figure  3.4-4). 
Photographs  and  Historic  American  Building  Survey/Historic  American 
Engineering  Record  (HABS/HAER)  inventory  cards  were  prepared  by  an 
architectural  historian  during  an  eartier  study.  None  of  the  buildings  or 
structures  that  were  evaluated  were  previously  listed  on  the  NRHP,  and  there 
are  no  other  NRHP  properties  on  the  installation.  Coordination  with  the  Illinois 
SHPO  regarding  these  buHdings  and  structures  is  in  progress. 

Buildings  and  structures  that  have  been  included  in  the  potential  historic  district 
are  representative  of  a  period  of  rapid  growth  and  change  to  the  built 
environment  at  Chanute  AFB  that  took  place  between  1938  and  1943.  All  of  the 
buildings  demonstrate  qualities  of  design,  style,  construction  technique/ 
materials,  and  complementary  function  representative  of  a  cohesive  district  that 
was  influenced  by  mobilization  for  World  War  II  and  Chanute  AFB's  continuous 


3-82 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


mission  as  a  technical  training  center.  Because  there  have  been  extensive 
modifications  and/or  deterioration,  no  other  buildings  on  the  installation  are 
considered  eligibie. 

3.4.6.3  Native  American  Resources.  The  archaeological  survey  of  the  base 
identified  oniy  a  singie  artifact  of  Native  American  origin.  The  dearth  of  Native 
American  artifacts  and  areas  indicates  that  the  area  encompassed  by  the  base 
is  not  of  special  interest  to  Native  Americans  with  past  or  present  ties  to  that 
area. 

3.4.6.4  Paleontological  Resources.  The  Quaternary  deposits  underlying  the 
base  (Section  3.4.1 .2)  contain  no  known  concentrations  of  fossil  remains.  Smail 
fragments  of  mammoth,  mastodon,  giant  beaver,  and  other  vertebrate  remains 
are  found  in  such  deposits  but  such  finds  are  rare  and  isoiated.  In  the 
Rantoul/Chanute  AFB  area,  encountering  fossils  in  surficial  soils  would  be 
extremely  unlikely.  Some  fossiliferous  units  occur  in  the  underlying  Paleozoic 
bedrock  (Willman  et  al.,  1975)  but  no  local  outcrops  occur  within  50  miles  of  the 
base. 


3-84 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


CHAPTER  4 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 


4.0  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 


4.1  INTRODUCTION 

This  section  discusses  the  potential  environmental  impacts  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action  and  alternatives.  To  provide  the  context  in  which  potential 
environmental  impacts  may  occur,  discussions  of  potential  changes  to  the  local 
communities,  including  population,  land  use  and  aesthetics,  transportation,  and 
community  and  public  utility  services  are  included  in  this  EIS.  In  addition,  issues 
related  to  current  and  future  management  of  hazardous  materials  and  wastes  are 
discussed.  Both  short-  and  long-term  impacts  to  the  physical  and  natural 
environment  are  evaluated  for  geology  and  soils,  water  resources,  air  quality, 
noise,  biological  resources,  and  cultural  resources.  These  impacts  may  occur  as 
a  direct  result  of  disposal  and  reuse  actions  or  as  an  indirect  result  of  induced 
changes  to  the  local  communities.  Cumulative  impacts  and  possible  mitigation 
measures  to  minimize  or  eliminate  the  environmental  impacts  are  also  presented. 

Cumulative  impacts  result  from  Ihe  incremental  impact  of  the  action  when 
added  to  other  past,  present,  and  reasonably  foreseeable  future  actions 
regardless  of  what  agency  undertakes  such  other  actions.  Cumulative  impacts 
can  result  from  individuatly  minor  but  collectively  significant  actions  taking  place 
over  a  period  of  time”  (Council  on  Environmental  Quality,  1978).  The  only  other 
known  project  in  the  area  that  could  contribute  to  cumulative  impacts  is  the 
disposal  of  Chapman  Court  Military  Family  Housing.  Cumulative  impacts  are 
discussed  by  resource  in  this  chapter. 

Means  of  mitigating  adverse  environmental  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alternatives  are  discussed,  as  required  by  the  NEPA.  Potential  mitigation 
measures  depend  upon  the  particular  resource  affected.  In  general,  however, 
mitigation  measures  are  defined  in  CEQ  regulations  as  actions  that  Include; 

“(a)  Avoiding  the  impact  altogether  by  not  taking  a  certain  action  or  parts  of  an 
action 

(b)  Minimizing  impacts  by  limiting  the  degree  or  magnitude  of  the  action  and 
its  implementations 

(c)  Rectifying  the  impact  by  repairing,  rehabilitating,  or  restoring  the  affected 
environment 

(d)  Reducing  or  eliminating  the  impact  over  time  by  preservation  and 
maintenance  operations  during  the  life  of  the  action 

(e)  Compensating  for  the  impact  by  replacing  or  providing  substitute 
resources  or  environments." 
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4.2  LOCAL  COMMUNITY 


This  section  discusses  potentiai  effects  on  iocal  communities  from  the  disposai 
and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB. 

4.2.1  Community  Setting 

Socioeconomic  effects  wiJi  be  addressed  oniy  to  the  extent  that  they  pertain  to 
the  biophysicai  environment.  A  complete  assessment  of  socioeconomic  effects 
is  presented  in  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Anaiysis  Study  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1991  b). 

4.2.1.1  Proposed  Action.  Full  conversion  of  Chanute  AFB  property  to  civilian 
use  is  estimated  to  occur  over  approximately  20  years.  The  redevelopment  of 
this  property  into  civilian  aviation-related,  institutional,  and  commercial  uses 
would  cause  nrtany  changes  to  the  local  community. 

It  is  estimated  that  employment  in  the  ROI  would  decline  In  1994  as  the  base 
doses  and  construction  associated  with  reuse  under  the  Proposed  Action  is 
completed.  Subsequently,  employment  would  increase;  the  redevelopment 
activities  at  Chanute  AFB  under  the  Proposed  Action  would  generate 
approximately  6,050  direct  and  over  6,000  Indirect  jobs  in  Champaign  and 
southern  Ford  counties  by  the  year  2014.  Figure  4.2-1  shows  the  employment 
effects  that  would  result  from  the  Proposed  Action  and  other  alternatives. 
Regional  employment  is  projected  to  be  1 15,970  at  dosure  and  approximately 
142,1 10  in  2014  under  the  Proposed  Action.  The  long-term  employment  effects 
from  the  Proposed  Action  would  represent  a  10-percent  increase  from  closure. 
Direct  jobs  would  be  located  in  Rantoul  at  the  disposed-of  Chanute  AFB  property 
whereas  secondary  jobs  would  be  created  throughout  Champaign  and  southern 
Ford  counties. 

Population  in  Champaign  and  southern  Ford  counties  would  similarly  decrease 
in  1994  and  then  increase  as  a  result  of  new  civilian  jobs  associated  with  reuse 
activities.  The  population  in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties  is  projected  to  be 
approximately  175,810  in  1994  and  approximately  188,320  in  2014.  The 
long-term  population  change  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  represents  a 
7-percent  increase  from  1994.  Figure  4.2-1  shows  a  comparison  of  population 
inmigration  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  other  alternatives.  The  largest  number 
of  inmigrants  are  expected  to  locate  in  Champaign  County.  Communities  likely 
to  experience  the  largest  Increases  in  population  include  Rantoul,  Champaign, 
and  Urbana. 

Base  redevelopment  under  this  alternative  would  generate  positive  economic 
benefits  in  the  region  in  the  form  of  increased  employment  and  earnings. 
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4.2. 1.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AHernative.  The  levels  of 
economic  activities  for  this  alternative  would  be  less  than  those  reported  for  the 
Proposed  Action.  Employment  would  increase  In  1994,  as  operations  and 
construction  related  to  this  alternative  continue  and  expand.  It  is  projected  that 
redevelopment  of  Chanute  under  this  aiternative  would  generate 
approximately  1,880  direct  and  1,400  indirect  jobs  in  Champaign  and  southern 
Ford  counties  by  the  year  2014.  These  employment  figures  are  considerably 
less  than  those  projected  for  the  Proposed  Action,  but  represent  an 
approximately  3-percent  increase  from  closure  levels.  For  comparison,  these 
employment  figures  would  represent  88  percent  of  the  preclosure  employment 
associated  with  Chanute  AFB  in  FY  87. 

Regional  population  under  this  alternative  is  projected  to  increase  to 
approximately  168,600  in  1994  and  to  approximately  180,160  in  the  year  2014. 
This  represents  a  6.9-percent  increase  in  population  over  the  20-year  period. 

4.2.1.3  Non-Aviation  AK^ative.  Redevelopment  activities  associated  with 
this  alternative  are  expected  to  generate  approximately  1 ,230  direct  and  150 
indirect  jobs  in  Champaign  and  southern  Ford  counties  by  the  year  2014.  This 
represents  an  increase  of  approximately  1  percent  over  the  employment  figures 
projected  at  closure.  For  comparison,  these  employment  figures  would 
represent  12  percent  of  the  preclosure  employment  associated  with  Chanute 
AFB  inFY87. 

Regional  population  under  this  alternative  is  projected  to  be  approximately 
167,140  in  1994  and  177,850  in  the  year  2014.  This  represents  an  approximately 
6.4-percent  increase  in  population  from  1994  to  2014.  The  major  differences 
between  this  alternative  and  the  two  previous  alternatives  is  the  level  of  activities 
and  timing  of  inmigration.  For  this  alternative,  the  level  of  activity  is  considerably 
lower  than  that  of  the  previous  alternatives  and  inmigration  would  not  begin  until 
1994,  after  the  base  is  dosed.  In  the  two  previous  alternatives,  inmigration  would 
begin  in  1992,  prior  to  complete  base  closure. 

4.2. 1.4  No-Action  AKemative.  Under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  only  disposal 
management  activities  would  occur  at  the  base.  It  is  estimated  that  these 
activities  at  Chanute  AFB  will  maintain  approximately  50  direct  and  20  secondary 
jobs  in  Champaign  and  Ford  counties  through  the  year  2014.  This  represents 
no  change  from  dosure  conditions  because  the  No-Action  Alternative  requires 
no  additional  jobs  beyond  those  required  at  dosure.  A 12  percent  increase  in 
regional  population  is  projected  from  non-site-reiated  growth.  Under  the 
No-Action  Alternative,  the  estimated  regional  population  in  Champaign  and  Ford 
counties  will  be  approximately  167,050  in  1994  and  approximately  176,340  in 
2014.  This  represents  an  increase  of  approximately  5-1/2  percent  over  the 
20-year  period. 
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4.2.2  Land  Use  and  Aesthetics 


In  this  section  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  are  discussed  in  terms  of 
land  use  and  zoning  to  determine  potential  impacts.  The  following  parameters 
were  used  in  determining  the  sensitivity  of  the  iand  use  changes: 

•  Land  Use  Conflicts.  The  particular  site  reuse  proposed  could  conflict 
with  on-base  and  off-base  land  use. 

•  Zoning  Conflicts.  There  could  be  conflicts  between  the  proposed  reuse 
and  zoning. 

Projected  population  and  employment  effects  on  land  uses  in  the  Viilage  of 
Rantoul  are  discussed  in  the  Socioeconomic  impact  Anaiysis  Study. 

4.2.2. 1  Proposed  Action 

Land  Use.  The  on-base  land  uses  of  the  Proposed  Action  are  generaliy 
consistent  with  the  existing  on-base  land  uses,  except  for  the  following  potential 
conflicts  (see  Figure  4.2-2): 

•  The  proposed  commercial  land  use  in  the  northwest  comer  of  the  base 
conflicts  with  the  existing  public  facilities  (i.e.,  the  two  water  towers, 
electrical  substation,  and  water  supply  filtration  building)  and  the  railroad 
spur.  The  proposed  larxf  use  also  conflicts  with  the  new  cold  storage 
building. 

•  The  proposed  industrial  and  aviation  support  land  uses  in  the  southeast 
area  of  the  base  conflict  with  existing  iRP  sites. 

•  The  proposed  airfield  iand  use  conflicts  with  the  abandoned  sewage 
treatment  plant  located  about  1 ,200  feet  west  of  Runway  9/27,  which 
exceeds  the  35-foot  height  limit  for  buildings  in  the  clear  zone. 

•  The  Proposed  Action  would  require  easements  totaling  2  acres  at  the  north 
end  and  7  acres  at  the  south  erid  of  Runway  1 8/36.  These  areas  Include 
the  Runway  Protection  Zone  (RPZ)  and  future  land  uses  and  activities  may 
be  restricted.  FAR  Part  77  regulattons  control  the  heights  and  locations  of 
structures  and  recommend  types  of  activities  that  can  occur  in  the  zone  to 
minimize  safety  hazards.  Use  of  these  areas  would  not  generate  a  major 
Impact. 


The  off-base  land  uses  of  the  Proposed  Action  are  generally  consistent  with  the 
existing  off-base  land  uses,  except  for  the  following  potential  conflicts  (see 
Figure  4.2-2): 

•  The  off-base  acquisition  areas  are  adjacent  to  Rantoul’s  municipal 
boundary  and  contain  lands  designated  as  ‘prime  farmland."  The 
evaluation  of  these  impacts  is  described  below. 

•  The  proposed  use  of  off-base  land  for  an  aviation  maintenance  facility  will 
affect  a  farm  complex  with  three  inhabited  dwellings.  Daytime  and 
nighttime  operations  at  the  maintenance  facility  would  create  possible  land 
use  conflicts  with  the  adjacent  on-base  residential  area. 
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Conflicts- 
Proposed  Action 


Figure  4.2-2 


•  Off-base  land  uses  would  be  affected  by  the  new  roads  and/or  road 
expansion  required  in  order  to  relieve  traffic  congestion  related  to  the 
increased  population  and  employment  in  the  project  area.  Additional 
expansion  is  planned  for  portions  of  U.S.  136,  Township  Road  1800  East 
from  U.S.  136  to  the  off-base  major  maintenance  facility,  and  2900  North 
west  from  1900  East.  The  land  use  along  these  roads  is  agricultural, 
except  for  a  church  on  the  west  side  of  Township  Road  1 800  East. 
Expansion  along  other  roads  may  also  be  required. 

•  Avigation  easements  would  have  to  be  acquired  for  a  total  of  20  acres  off 
base  at  the  north  end  of  Runway  1 8/36.  These  areas  include  the  RPZ  and 
future  land  uses  and  activities  may  be  restricted.  FAR  Part  77  regulations 
control  the  height  and  locations  of  structures  and  recommend  types  of 
activities  that  can  take  place  in  the  zone  to  minimize  safety  hazards.  Use 
of  these  areas  would  not  generate  a  major  impact. 


Land  use  compatibility  with  aircraft  noise  is  discussed  in  Section  4.4.4. 

The  Federal  Farmland  Protection  Policy  Act  (FFPA),  7  U.S.C.  §  4201  et  seq., 
directs  federal  agencies  to  take  into  account  the  adverse  effects  of  federal 
programs  on  the  preservation  of  farmland;  considers  alternative  actions,  as 
appropriate,  that  could  lessen  such  adverse  effects;  and  assures  that  such 
federal  programs,  to  the  extent  practicable,  are  compatible  with  state,  unit  of 
local  government,  and  private  programs  and  policies  to  protect  farmland.  In 
developing  the  guidelines  to  be  used  in  this  process,  the  implementing 
regulations  (7  c.:  ^R.  Part  658)  provide  that  where  the  state  in  which  the  project 
will  occur  has  developed  an  approved  Land  Evaluation  and  Site  Assessment 
(LESA)  system,  the  federal  agencies  use  that  system  to  make  their  evaluation. 
The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  was  asked  to  review  the  project  in  light  of 
the  lilinois  Farmland  Preservation  Act  (III.  Rev.  Stat.  Ch.  5,  para.  1301-1308 
[1989])  and  conduct  a  site  evaluation  to  determine  whether  the  project  was  in 
compliance.  The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  completed  its  evaluation  and 
concluded  that  proposed  conversion  of  farmland  would  be  in  compliance  with 
state  law  (Appendix  E). 

In  accordance  with  the  FFPA,  7  U.S.C.  §  4201  et  seq.,  and  the  implementing 
regulations,  7  C.F.R.  Part  K8,  the  impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  on  farmlands 
have  been  evaluated.  The  agricultural  lands  impacted  by  this  proposal  are 
outside  the  boundaries  of  Chanute  AFB  and  would  be  acquired  to  support 
development  for  aviation  maintenance  activities.  Of  this  area,  231  acres  would 
have  to  be  acquired  for  runway  extension  and  345  acres  would  be  acquired  to 
support  the  major  aviation  maintenance  facility.  The  evaluation  was  conducted 
using  the  Champaign  County  LESA  approved  for  use  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS)  (Appendix  E).  A  score  of  163.2  was 
given  to  the  farmland  adjacent  to  Chanute  AFB  that  is  proposed  for  acquisition  to 
support  airport  activities.  Applying  the  criteria  contained  in  the  LESA  results  in  a 
determination  that  the  Impacted  lands  have  “a  low  rating  for  protection.”  Based 
on  this  score,  it  appears  that  utilization  of  this  site  would  be  consistent  with  the 
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intent  of  the  FFPA  that  federal  agencies  minimize  adverse  impacts  to  agriculture 
from  their  projects  and  programs. 

In  developing  the  Airport  Layout  Plan,  which  is  an  integral  part  of  the  Proposed 
Action;  the  impacts  on  farmland  were  considered.  The  areas  proposed  for 
conversion  were  kept  to  the  minimum  necessary  to  support  the  project. 

Remediation  activities  at  existing  on-base  IRP  sites  may  delay  the  transfer  of 
properties  (in  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the  base)  from  the  Air  Force,  possibly 
restricting  the  timely  reuse  as  follows: 

•  Industrial 

•  Aviation  Support 

•  Airfield. 

A  more  detailed  discussion  of  IRP  sites  Is  provided  In  Section  4.3.1 . 

Zoning.  The  Proposed  Action  is  generally  consistent  with  the  Village  of 
Rantoul’s  zoning  (adopted  22  January  1 991 )  for  the  Chanute  AFB  property, 
except  for  the  following  potential  conflicts: 

•  The  proposed  Institutional  (educational)  land  use  zone  in  the  central 
portion  of  the  base  is  in  the  Aviation  Support  District.  The  proposed 
aviation  support  land  use  zone  adjacent  to  the  southern  hangar  is  In  the 
Residential  District  and  the  proposed  aviation  support  area  west  of 
Heritage  Lake  Park  is  in  the  Recreation  District. 

•  The  configuration  of  the  residential  areas  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
subdivision  requirements  of  the  zoning  ordinance. 

•  The  new  maintenance  building  height  and  scale  may  conflict  with  the 
adjacent  smaller-scale  residential  areas.  Additionally,  the  building  height 
may  conflict  with  the  local  zoning  ordinance,  which  limits  building  height  to 
65  feet. 

Aesthetics.  The  Proposed  Action  is  not  expected  to  have  any  adverse  effects 
on  features  of  medium  visual  sensitivity  on  base.  No  visual  effects  to  Heritage 
Lake  Park  or  to  the  base  golf  course  would  be  expected  because  these 
resources  are  planned  for  reuse  as  a  Village  park  and  golf  course.  Additional 
parking  facilities  would  have  to  be  developed  in  the  area  to  the  west  of  White 
Hall,  which  is  classified  as  of  medium  visual  sensitivity,  to  accompany  the  reuse 
of  the  existing  hangars  for  aircraft  maintenance  and  training,  thus  reducing  the 
amount  of  open  space. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  have  minor  visual  effects  off  base,  because  little 
construction  is  planned.  The  only  anticipated  off-base  visual  Impact  would  be  the 
development  of  an  aircraft  maintenance  facility  adjacent  to  the  base's  east 
boundary.  The  existing  residential  area  in  the  northwest  comer  of  the  base 
would  be  visually  Impacted  by  the  large  scale  and  the  proximity  of  this  facility. 
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Cumulative  impacts.  The  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  along  with  the  disposal  of 
Chapman  Court  for  residential  development  would  not  cause  cumulative  impacts 
to  land  use  and  aesthetics. 

Mitigation  Measures.  The  following  measures  may  be  implemented  for  the 
Proposed  Action  to  mitigate  on-base  Impacts: 

•  Additional  parking  facilities  in  the  area  north  of  White  Hall  could  be  sited  so 
as  not  to  infringe  on  the  pleasant  campus  appearance  of  the  cantonment 
area  west  of  White  Hall. 

•  The  Air  Force  has  committed  to  remediating  all  IRP  sites.  Active 
coordination  between  the  Air  Force’s  IRP  representative  arxJ  new 
construction  planning  agencies  can  mitigate  potential  problems.  The 
presence  of  IRP  sites  may  limit  certain  land  uses  at  these  sites. 

•  The  Village  of  Rantoui  may  need  to  enact  zoning  to  regulate  deveiopment 
within  the  airfield  safety  zones. 

•  The  FAA  would  be  able  to  obtain  a  waiver  in  the  airport  layout  plan  for  the 
abandoned  sewage  treatment  plant  in  the  clear  zone  of  Runway  9/27. 


The  following  measures  may  be  implemented  for  the  Proposed  Action  to  mitigate 
off-base  impacts: 

•  Because  the  development  of  the  off-base  areas  of  prime  farmland  Is  still 
tentative  and  no  detailed  plans  for  deveiopment  are  available,  mitigation 
can  be  considered  before  development  b^ins.  Such  mitigation  can 
include  analysis  of  siting  requirements  or  redesign  of  infrastructure  to 
minimize  Impacts. 

•  Real  estate  interests  for  345  acres  of  land  off  base  would  have  to  be 
acquired  for  the  maintenance  facility.  There  is  a  farm  complex  with  three 
inhabited  dwelling  units  on  this  land.  The  inhabitants  would  have  to  be 
relocated  and  the  structures  demolished.  The  relocation  of  these  families 
will  be  in  accordance  with  the  Uniform  Relocation  Assistance  and  Real 
Property  Acquisition  Act  of  1970.  Comparable  decent,  safe,  and  sanitary 
dwellings  are  available  on  the  open  market  or  will  be  built,  if  necessary, 
prior  to  actual  displacement. 

•  The  right-of-way  required  for  Township  Road  1800  East  should  be  located 
to  minimize  impacts  to  the  church  property  on  the  west  side  of  the  road. 

•  Architectural  design  standards  and  landscaping  requirements  can  be 
implemented  by  the  VHIage  of  Rantoui  to  minimize  the  visual  impacts  of  the 
off-base  aviation  uses,  especially  the  adjacent  residential  area  to  the  west. 

•  The  Village  of  Rantoui  may  need  to  enact  zoning  to  regulate  development 
within  the  airfield  safety  zortes. 


4.2.2.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AKemative.  The  overall 
impacts  related  to  land  use  and  aesthetics  under  this  alternative  would  ue  lower 
than  those  under  the  Proposed  Action.  Because  this  alternative  does  not  include 
the  acquisition  of  345  acres  of  off-base  property  for  aviation  support/ 
maintenance  activities,  the  farm  complex  with  three  inhabited  buildings  would 
not  have  to  be  acquired. 

As  for  the  Proposed  Action,  the  SCS  evaluated  impacts  to  prime  farmland  that 
would  result  from  this  alternative  (Appendix  E).  The  proposal  would  impact 
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231  acres  of  agricultural  laixl,  which  would  be  acquired  to  support  the  runway 
extension.  A  score  of  161.3  was  given.  Applying  the  criteria  contained  in  the 
LESA  results  in  a  determination  that  the  impacted  lands  have  “a  low  rating  for 
protection.”  Based  on  this  score,  it  appears  that  utilization  of  this  site  would  be 
consistent  with  the  intent  the  FFPA  that  federal  agencies  minimize  adverse 
impacts  to  agriculture  from  their  projects  and  programs. 

In  developing  the  Airport  Layout  Plan,  which  is  an  integretl  part  of  the  alternative, 
the  impacts  on  farmland  were  considered.  The  areas  proposed  for  conversion 
were  kept  to  the  minimum  necessary  to  support  the  project. 

Land  Use.  The  on-base  land  use  conflicts  for  this  alternative  would  be  similar  to 
those  under  the  Proposed  Action  (Figure  4.2-3).  Potential  conflicts  regarding 
existing  on-base  IRP  sites  would  be  the  same  for  this  alternative  as  for  the 
Proposed  Action. 

The  off-base  land  uses  would  include  extending  the  runway,  resulting  in  the  loss 
of  231  acres  of  privately  owned  agricultural  land  designated  as  prime  farmland. 
The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  has  indicated  that  this  development  would 
be  in  compliance  with  the  Illinois  Farmland  Preservation  Act. 

Zoning.  The  Minor  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  is  generally  consistent 
with  the  Village  of  Rantoul's  zoning  for  Chanute  AFB,  except  for  the  following 
potential  conflicts: 

•  The  proposed  Institutional  (educational)  land  use  zone  in  the  central 
portion  of  the  base  is  in  the  Aviation  Supnort  District.  The  proposed 
aviation  support  land  use  zone  adjacent  to  the  southern  hangar  is  in  the 
Residential  District  and  the  proposed  aviation  support  area  west  of 
Heritage  Lake  Park  is  in  the  Recreation  District. 

•  The  configuration  of  the  residential  areas  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
subdivision  requirements  of  the  zoning  ordinance. 

Aesthetics.  The  on-base  aesthetics  effects  for  the  Minor  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative  are  the  same  as  for  the  Proposed  Action.  The  off-base 
aesthetics  effects  would  be  the  same  as  for  the  Proposed  Action,  except  that 
there  would  be  no  conflicts  associated  with  the  off-base  aviation  maintenance 
facility,  because  it  is  not  included  in  this  aJtemative. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  along  with  the  disposal  of 
Chapman  Court  for  residential  development  would  not  cause  cumulative  impacts 
to  land  use  and  aesthetics. 

Mitigation  Measures.  On-base  mitigation  measures  for  the  Minor  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative  woidd  be  the  same  as  those  for  the  Proposed  Action. 
Because  the  development  of  the  off-base  areas  of  prime  farmland  is  still  tentative 
and  no  detailed  plans  for  development  are  available,  mitigation  can  be 
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considered  before  development  begins.  Such  mitigation  can  include  analysis  of 
siting  requirements  or  redesign  of  infrastructure  to  minimize  impacts.  Additional 
off-base  mitigation  measures  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative  may  include  the  need  for  the  Village  of  Rantoul  to  enact  zoning  to 
regulate  development  within  the  off-base  airfield  safety  zones  and  the  FAA  could 
obtain  a  waiver  for  the  abandoned  sewage  treatment  plant  in  the  dear  zone  of 
Runway  9/27.  The  demolition  of  off-base  residences  and  relocation  of  their 
inhabitants  described  under  the  Proposed  Action  would  not  be  required  for  this 
alternative,  because  off-base  larxJ  would  not  be  acquired  for  aviation  support. 

4.2.2.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative.  The  overall  impacts  related  to  land  use  and 
aesthetics  would  be  minimal  compared  to  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor 
Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  because  this  alternative  does  not 
include  any  aircraft  operations  or  an  airport. 

Land  Use.  Because  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  plan  does  not  indude  airfield 
operations,  on-base  agricultural  land  uses  surrounding  the  existing  airfield  could 
continue  and  be  expanded.  The  remainder  of  the  airfield  would  Indude  a  large 
industrial  (warehouse)  use  area  induding  the  existing  base  hangars  and  the  area 
to  the  north,  which  is  not  part  of  the  other  alternatives  (Figure  4.2-4). 

Remediation  activities  at  existing  on-base  IRP  sites  may  delay  the  disposal  of 
properties  (in  the  southeast  quadrant  of  the  base),  restricting  the  timely  reuse  as 
fdlows: 

•  Institutional  (Educatlon/Training) 

•  Agricultural 

•  Open/Recreational. 

A  more  detailed  discussion  of  IRP  sites  is  provided  in  Section  4.3.3. 

There  are  no  off-base  land  use  impacts  associated  with  this  plan. 

Zoning.  The  planned  Non-Aviation  Alternative  could  present  some  zoning 
conflicts,  as  fdlows; 

•  The  proposed  public  recreation  areas  and  educatton/training  areas  are  in 
the  Aviation  Support  District. 

•  The  proposed  educationalAraining  area  is  in  the  Residential  District. 

•  The  proposed  industrial  areas  are  in  the  Airfield,  Aviation  Support,  and 
Institutional  (education/training)  Districts. 

•  The  proposed  agricuiturai  areas  are  in  the  Airfield  and  Aviation  Support 
Districts. 

Aesthetics.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  have  any  adverse 
effects  on  features  of  medium  visuai  sensitivity,  because  reuse  wouid  be  for  the 
same  type  of  uses,  or  reuses  wouid  be  generally  screened  visually  by  existing 
trees. 
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Portions  of  the  on-base  industrial  development  would  be  visible  from  the 
residences  (mobile  homes),  J.W.  Eater  Jr.  High  School,  and  Walbash  Park  to  the 
north.  The  only  other  visual  impact  would  be  the  reuse  of  additional  areas  of  the 
base  airfield  for  agriculture  crop  production.  Overall,  the  Non-Aviation 
Alternative  is  not  expected  to  significantly  affect  the  visual  and  aesthetic  quality 
of  the  base.  Some  portions  of  the  base,  especially  the  southeast  quadrant, 
would  be  managed  less  intensively  and  allowed  to  return  to  a  more  natural 
condition. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  reuse  of  Chanute  APB  along  with  the  disposal  of 
Chapman  Court  for  residential  development  would  not  create  cumulative 
impacts  to  land  use  and  aesthetics. 

Mitigation  Measures.  No  mitigation  measures  would  be  required. 

4.2.2.4  No-Action  Alternative.  Because  the  Federal  government  would  retain 
ownership  of  the  property  under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  it  would  remain 
outside  the  jurisdiction  of  Rantoul's  zoning  ordinance.  As  long  as  the  base 
remained  unused,  there  would  be  no  conflict  with  local  zoning  ordinances. 
Keeping  the  base  closed,  however,  would  be  inconsistent  with  state  and  local 
plans  for  reuse. 

The  No-Action  Alternative  would  cause  no  physical  changes  in  on-base  and 
off-base  land  use.  Functionally,  there  would  be  no  use  of  base  land,  except  the 
300  acres  of  land  in  agricultural  production.  The  disposal  management  team 
would  continue  to  maintain  the  buildings  and  the  grounds. 

The  No-Action  Alternative  would  not  affect  the  ultimate  requirement  to  remediate 
hazardous  waste  sites  on  base,  but  it  would  reduce  the  urgency  of  cleanup.  As 
long  as  the  sites  were  stabilized  and  did  not  present  a  danger  to  off-base  areas 
and  natural  resources,  remediation  could  be  delayed. 

Aesthetics.  The  No-Action  Alternative  is  not  expected  to  significantly  affect  the 
visual  and  aesthetic  quality  of  the  base  or  the  surrounding  area.  Some  portions 
of  the  base  currently  being  maintained  by  activities  such  as  mowing  will  be 
managed  less  intensively.  The  reduced  activity  on  the  base  will  increase  the 
remoteness  of  certain  areas. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  No-Action  Alternative  would  result  In  no  cumulative 
impacts  to  land  use. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Because  there  would  be  no  new  land  uses  and  the  U.S. 
Government  would  retain  ownership,  there  would  be  no  land  use  impacts  as  a 
result  of  the  No-Action  Alternative.  Therefore,  no  mitigation  measures  would  be 
required. 
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The  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action,  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative,  Non-Aviation  Memative,  and  No-Action  Aiternative  on  each 
component  of  the  transportation  system  are  presented  in  this  subsection. 
Mitigation  measures  are  suggested  for  those  components  iikely  to  experience 
substantial  and  adverse  changes  under  any  or  ail  of  these  alternatives. 

Direct  effects  of  the  various  alternatives  on  road  traffic  were  assessed  by 
estimating  the  number  of  trips  generated  from  on-site  employment,  student  and 
medical  patient  populations,  and  residential  use  projected  for  each  reuse 
alternative.  Indirect  trips  were  calculated  from  changes  in  Rantoul-area 
population  associated  with  each  alternative.  Taking  into  account  total  (direct 
plus  indirect)  trips  and  road-segment  capacity,  LOS  changes  on  key  road 
segments  were  computed  for  each  alternative  (see  Table  3.2-2  for  definitions). 
Changes  in  work  and,  therefore,  travel  patterns  were  derived  by  assigning 
workers  to,  or  removing  workers  from,  the  most  direct  commuting  routes. 
Because  none  of  the  aitematives  assumes  direct  use  of  local  railroads  or 
passenger  air  travel  service,  effects  on  these  transportation  modes  were 
evaluated  based  on  changes  in  Rantoul-area  population  proportionate  to 
preclosure  levels. 

The  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  on  the  National  Airspace 
System  and  the  effects  on  aviation  activities  and  airspace  management  resulting 
from  disposal  and  reuse  were  considered.  Reuse  activities  were  evaluated 
against  the  baseline  conditions  of  airspace  utilization,  flight  operations,  and 
standards.  A 1 -percent  annual  increase  in  aircraft  operations  was  assumed  for 
civil  airports  in  the  ROI. 

The  potenty  airspace  and  air  traffic  effects  are  evaluated  based  on  the  extent  to 
which  the  Proposed  Action  or  aiternative  (1)  severely  restricts,  limits,  or 
otherwise  delays  other  air  traffic  in  the  region,  (2)  interferes  with  aircraft 
operators'  capabilities  to  comply  with  Federal  air  regulations  arxl  rules  of  flight, 
(3)  constrains  air  commerce  opportunities,  or  (4)  increases  the  potential  for  an 
aircraft  accident. 

4.2.3. 1  Proposed  Action 

Roadways.  The  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  under  the  Proposed  Action  would  lead  to 
increased  use  of  local  roads  arxJ  highways,  especially  In  the  vicinity  of  Rantoul. 
Traffic  volumes  on  community  roadways  would  continue  to  increase  through  the 
year  2014,  when  the  reuse  plan  would  be  fully  implemented.  Only  three  roads 
provide  direct  access  onto  Chanute  AFB:  U.S.  45,  Maplewood  Drive,  and 
Chandler  Road.  When  the  proposed  aircraft  maintenance  facility  is  constructed 
on  the  east  side  of  Chanute  AFB,  Township  Road  1800  East  would  also  become 
an  important  carrier  of  traffic.  The  IDOT  has  proposed  a  new  four-lane,  divided. 
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north-south  entrance  road  running  one-half  mile  south  from  U.S.  136  (Township 
Road  1800  East  alignment).  Less  than  1  mile  of  U.S.  136  would  be  widened  to 
five  lanes  with  traffic  signals  at  its  intersection  with  the  new  entrance  road 
(Township  Road  1800  East).  In  addition,  local  road  improvements  would  be 
made  to  Eagle  Drive  and  along  the  north  base  boundary  roadway.  The  analysis 
prepared  for  this  study  assumes  that  the  proposed  road  work  would  be 
completed  as  part  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

Future  users  of  the  Main  Gate  would  drive  on  U.S.  45  North  and  users  of  Borman 
Road  (the  old  West  Gate)  and  Heritage  Drive  would  access  or  egress  onto 
U.S.  45  South.  Therefore,  the  Five  key  community  roadways  studied  in  this 
analysis  are  Township  Road  1800  East,  Chandler  Road,  Maplewood  Drive, 

U.S.  45  North,  and  U.S.  45  South.  It  is  assumed  that  all  traffic  using  Chandler 
Road  would  also  be  using  U.S.  45  South  (see  Figure  3.2-8). 

Qn-SIte  Direct  Effects  on  Kev  Communltv  Roads.  During  construction  and 
renovation  of  on-site  facilities  (primarily  1991  through  1997),  roadway  impacts 
would  be  felt  throughout  the  Rantoul-Chanute  AFB  area.  Without  upgrading, 
during  the  peak  year  of  construction  (1992),  several  key  road  segments  would 
experience  peak-hour  LOS  degradation  as  a  result  of  reuse-generated 
construction  traffic.  These  roads  would  Include  Township  Road  1800  East, 
Maplewood  Drive,  Chandler  Road,  and  U.S.  136.  Township  Road  1800  East, 
Maplewood  Drive,  and  Chandler  Road  would  bear  most  of  the  traffic  going  onto 
the  aircraft  maintenance  construction  site,  and  U.S.  136  would  provide  access  to 
roads  on  the  east  side  of  the  base.  As  many  as  2,200  construction  workers  (in 
the  1992-1993  peak  years)  could  be  expected  to  use  these  roads. 

The  LOS  on  Maplewood  Drive  and  Chandler  Road  will  be  A  upon  base  closure. 
Traffic  during  the  construction  period  would  change  the  LOS  on  both  roads  to  B. 
Township  Road  1800  East  would  have  an  LOS  of  C  until  it  is  improved  as 
proposed  with  four  lanes,  at  which  time  the  LOS  would  be  A.  The  most  obvious 
effects  on  U.S.  136  would  be  from  heavy  truck  traffic,  further  congesting  that 
road  in  central  Rantoul.  Other  construction  work  on  base  (remodeling  and  some 
demolition  work  that  would  last  several  years)  would  be  relatively  light,  with  less 
than  200  construction  workers  projected.  Further,  because  at  least  three  access 
roads  to  the  base  from  U.S.  45  could  become  available  to  these  construction 
workers  and  truck  traffic.  Impacts  from  other  on-base  construction  work  alone 
would  not  be  sufficient  to  cause  LOS  degradation  on  community  roadways. 

The  number  of  trips  generated  by  each  type  of  proposed  land  reuse  was 
estimated  for  the  operations  period  based  upon  Proposed  Action  projections  for 
numbers  of  employees,  students,  and  hospital  patients.  Figure  4.2-5  shows  the 
distribution  of  the  AADTs  generated  by  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  year  2014  on 
each  key  community  road.  The  maximum  number  of  trips  generated  by  direct 
impact  land  uses  is  projected  to  be  about  28,000  in  that  year. 
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With  the  intrcxJuction  of  the  aircraft  maintenance  iand  use  on  approximately 
345  acres  on  the  east  side  of  the  base,  Township  Road  1800  East  wouid  become 
the  most  important  carrier  of  employee  and  visitor  traffic  to  and  from  that  facility, 
carrying  an  AADT  of  about  10,000.  The  closure  AADT  on  Township  Road  1800 
East  wouid  be  only  about  300.  Maplewood  Drive  also  would  experience  an 
increase  from  its  closure  AADT  of  about  2,400  to  about  7,200.  Direct  impacts 
would  generate  about  4,400  daily  trips  on  that  road  by  the  year  2014,  compared 
to  the  approximately  130  AADT  at  closure. 

On-Site  Indirect  Effects  on  Key  Community  Roads.  In  addition  to  the  direct 
effects,  on-site  indirect  effects  would  also  generate  trips  on  key  community 
roads.  Figure  4.2-S  shows  that  these  trips  would  increase  to  about  28,600  by  the 
year  2014,  and  illustrates  their  distribution  onto  adjoining  key  community 
roadways.  U.S.  45  North  would  receive  the  greatest  share  of  the  Indirect  trips, 
ranging  up  to  about  14,000  by  the  year  2014.  The  approximate  numbers  of 
AADTs  generated  by  indirect  effects  on  the  other  key  roads  are:  Chandler  Road, 
1,400;  Maplewood  Drive,  7,200;  and  U.S.  45  South,  5,700.  Indirect  effects  would 
generate  no  traffic  on  Township  Road  1 800  East. 

Summary  of  On-Site  Effects  on  Key  Community  Roads.  Together,  both  direct 
and  indirect  trips  would  total  about  56,600  by  the  year  2014.  This  represents  an 
increase  of  226  percent  over  the  25,000  trips  generated  by  the  base  In  the 
1987-1988  period,  and  is  substantially  higher  than  the  estimated  closure  baseline 
of  about  1 80  trips  per  day.  The  distribution  to  the  five  key  community  roads  is 
shown  on  Figure  4.2-5. 

Figure  4.2-6  shows  peak-hour  traffic  and  LOS  for  preciosure,  closure,  and  the 
years  1994, 1999, 2004,  and  2014  for  each  of  the  five  key  roads,  including  the 
non-project-generated  traffic.  The  activities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action 
would  create  few  problems  on  either  U.S.  45  North  or  U.S.  45  South;  however, 
without  changing  their  present  capacity.  Chandler  Road  and  Maplewood  Drive 
would  have  only  marginally  acceptable  peak-hour  traffic  conditions  (LOS  D)  by 
the  year  1999.  If  Township  Road  1800  East  were  improved  to  a  four-lane,  divided 
roadway  as  part  of  the  Proposed  Action,  the  resulting  LOS  would  be  A.  Similarly, 
if  U.S.  136  were  Improved  with  a  widened  section  and  traffic  signals  at  Township 
Road  1800  East,  as  proposed  by  the  I  DOT,  traffic  flow  on  that  roadway  would 
also  be  improved. 

Off-Site  Effects.  Changes  In  the  magnitude  of  off-site  traffic  resulting  from  direct 
arxJ  indirect  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  would  be  proportional  to  projected 
changes  in  population  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  the  rest  of  the  ROI.  Under 
the  Proposed  Action,  a  gain  of  about  1 1  percent  In  Rantoid's  population  Is 
projected  during  the  20-year  period  between  1994  arxj  2014.  Traffic  volumes  in 
the  Village  wouid  Increase  by  the  same  amount  during  that  period. 

Consequently,  the  Proposed  Action  should  have  no  noticeable  negative  effects 
on  off-site  Rantoul  and  ROI  traffic  conditions. 
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Figure  4.2-6 


Effects  on  Kev  On-SIte  Roads.  Figure  4.2-7  presents  data  on  peak-hour  traffic 
and  LOS  that  would  result  from  the  Proposed  Action  for  the  key  on-base  roads. 
All  roads  on  base  have  a  peak-hour  capacity  of  2,800.  Eagle  Drive  would  be 
widened  to  four  lanes  as  part  of  the  Proposed  Action.  However,  because  of  side 
friction  from  driveways  and  intersections.  Its  peak-hour  capacity  would  not  be 
improved  significantly  above  2,800.  Based  upon  projections  for  numbers  of 
employees,  students,  and  hospital  beds,  distribution  would  be  similar  to  that 
found  on  base  in  the  1987  Military  TrafTic  Management  Command  study 
(Transportation  Engineering  Agency,  1987)  for  the  five  on-base  roads.  It  is 
assumed  that  Heritage  Drive,  which  is  proposed  as  a  future  access  into  the 
project  area,  would  carry  10  percent  of  the  total.  None  of  the  on-base  roads 
would  have  an  LOS  lower  than  D,  an  acceptable  level. 

Airspace/Air  Traffic.  Aviation  activities  under  the  Proposed  Action  include 
aircraft  maintenanceAraining  operations,  small  air  cargo  operations,  and  light 
general  aviation  operations.  These  operations  could  include  a  variety  of  aircraft 
types  from  small,  single-engine  to  large,  cargo/pc  isenger  jet  aircraft  such  as 
B-747S  and  DC-1  Os.  The  projected  numbers  of  flight  operations  and  fleet  mix 
associated  with  this  airfield  usage  are  shown  in  Table  4.2-1 .  FAA 
recommendations  (FedersJ  Aviation  Administration,  1983)  were  utilized  to 
determine  the  Annual  Service  Volume  (ASV),  as  a  reasonable  estimate  of  an 
airport's  operational  capacity  based  on  runway  configuration,  fleet  mix,  weather 
conditions,  etc.,  that  would  be  encountered  over  a  year’s  time.  Projected 
operations  are  then  compared  to  the  ASV  to  determine  if  the  airport  can  meet 
forecasted  demands.  The  ASV  for  the  Proposed  Action  ranges  from 
approximately  200,000  operations  from  1994  through  2014.  Because  forecasted 
operations  represent  only  about  1 1  percent  of  the  ASV  by  2014,  no  capacity 
constraints  would  be  expected. 


Table  4.2-1.  Projected  Aviation  Forecast  -  Proposed  Action 


Average  Annual  Operations 


1994 

1999 

2004 

2014 

Aviation  Category 

General  Aviation 

10,000 

15,045 

17,100 

18,800 

Aircraft  Maintenance 

1,600 

2,600 

2,600 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

730 

730 

730 

1,460 

Total  Operations 

12,330 

18,375 

20,430 

22,860 

neet  Mix  fPercent  of  Total 
Piston  Engine 

Operations! 

69 

69 

69 

68 

Turboprop 

6 

7 

8 

8 

Narrow  Body  Jet 

24 

23 

22 

23 

Wide  Body  Jet 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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Airspace  requirements  would  also  deperxj  on  the  type  and  level  of  aircraft 
operations.  The  IDOT  arxj  FAA  have  indicated  that  no  airspace  changes  would 
be  required  to  the  Champaign  approach  control  area  or  ARSA  to  accommodate 
the  projected  level  of  operations  at  Chanute  AFB.  If  a  control  tower  is 
commissioned,  there  would  be  a  basic  requirement  for  an  airport  traffic  area, 
which  is  the  airspace  within  a  horizontal  radius  of  5  statute  miles  from  the  airfield 
extending  from  the  surface  to  3,000  feet  above  ground  level  (AGL).  This  is  the 
operative  airspace  within  which  the  tower  controls  local  traffic  patterns  during 
airfield  takeoffs  and  landings.  The  development  of  instrument  approach 
procedures  would  also  require  the  design  and  charting  of  a  control  zone  and 
transition  area  to  protect  airspace  encompassing  these  approaches.  The  control 
zone  is  generally  a  5-statute-mile  horizontal  radius  from  the  sur^ce  to 
14,500  feet  MSL,  with  lateral  extensions  as  necessary  to  include  approach  and 
departure  flight  paths. 

Roberts  VORTAC,  the  ground  facility  providing  course  and  distance  information, 
is  20  statute  miles  north  of  Chanute  AFB.  The  presence  of  this  facility  and 
installation  of  an  ILS  on  the  airfield  would  provide  a  precision  and  non-precision 
approach  capability,  respectively,  to  the  east-west  runway.  Any  approach 
procedures  developed  for  Chanute  AFB  would  have  to  meet  the  FAR  Part  77 
design  criteria  with  regard  to  obstacle  clearance  zones.  A  cursory  feasibility 
study  conducted  by  the  FAA  Indicated  that  an  ILS  approach  is  feasible  for  both 
ends  of  the  east-west  runway  and  a  VOR  approach  is  feasible  for  the  west  end 
(Runway  27)  (Chicago  Airports  District  Office,  1990a,  b).  As  the  controlling 
agency  for  IFR  air  traffic  within  the  ROI,  the  Champaign  TRACON  would 
coordinate  and  separate,  on  a  case-by-case  basis,  any  potential  conflicts 
between  aircraft  flying  VOR  instrument  approaches  into  Chanute  AFB  and  those 
IFR  aircraft  operating  simultaneously  at  the  other  civil  airports  and  along  V-429. 
There  would  be  no  conflict  between  VFR  touch-and-go  traffic  patterns  at 
Chanute  AFB  and  other  airports  because  these  patterns  are  normally  contained 
within  a  2-mile  radius  of  the  runways. 

Based  on  the  Information  presently  available  and  preliminary  findings  of  the  FAA 
and  lOOT,  it  does  not  appear  that  aircraft  operations  at  Chanute  AFB  would 
result  in  any  adverse  Impacts  on  air  traffic  and  airspace  use  within  the  ROI. 

Air  Transportation.  The  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  on  the  Willard  Airport 
would  be  the  result  of  the  action’s  contribut'on  to  the  overall  population  gain  in 
the  ROI.  The  Willard  Airport  passengers-per-capita  in  1988  (without  Chanute's 
contribution)  is  calculated  to  be  0.913  (1988  airport  ROI  population  divided  by 
number  of  non-military-reiated  passengers).  By  2014,  the  population  in  the  ROI 
is  projected  to  generate  about  172,000  passengers  at  Willard  Airport,  assuming 
the  same  passengers  per-capita. 

Light  Emissions.  The  various  runway  lights  and  navigatiortal  aids  required  for 
airfield  operations  (see  Section  2.2.1)  should  not  cause  any  adverse  effects. 
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Most  are  either  directed  upward  to  be  visible  to  pilots  or  downward  to  light  the 
runway.  These  lights  should  have  no  impacts  on  nearby  business,  residences, 
or  the  environment.  The  only  potential  impacts  identified  would  be  possible 
annoying  effects  created  by  the  REIL  system  flashers  in  an  occupied  building  or 
a  roadway  system  in  the  proximity  of  the  flashers.  However,  there  are  no 
structures  or  roadways  in  the  airport  area  that  should  be  affected  by  REIL 
operations. 

Outer  Marker.  Signals  from  the  compass  locator  outer  marker  for  the  ILS 
runway  would  not  interfere  with  signals  from  any  existing  television  stations. 

Railroad  Transportation.  Effects  on  railroad  service  in  the  ROI  from  this 
£ilternative  and  natural  population  growth  would  be  similar  to  those  on  air  traffic: 
an  increase  of  about  9.3  percent  over  the  20  years  between  1994  and  2014. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Two  types  of  mitigation  measures  are  available  to  reduce 
the  effects  of  road  traffic  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action.  First, 
transportation  management  procedures  such  as  ride-sharing  or  van-pools  could 
be  employed  to  reduce  the  volume  of  vehicles  on  the  road,  and  staggered  work 
hours  would  reduce  peak  traffic.  Second,  LOS  degradation  could  be  reduced  or 
avoided  by  appropriate  widening  of  Chandler  Road  and  improving 
intersections  on  Maplewood  Drive.  Chandler  Road  would  have  to  be  widened  to 
two  full  lanes  to  raise  its  peak-hour  capacity  to  at  least  2,800  and  Its  LOS  to  C. 
Intersections  along  Maplewood  Drive  would  have  to  be  improved  and  signals 
installed  to  increase  the  road's  capacity  to  at  least  4,500  and  its  LOS  to  C.  No 
mitigations  would  be  required  for  U.S.  45  North  and  U  S.  45  South. 

Shielding  of  the  REIL  could  prevent  adverse  impact  on  any  affecte*^  areas  that 
may  be  identified.  The  FAA/IDOT  will  prepare  the  necessary  environmental 
documentation  required  for  the  location  of  the  outer  marker  at  such  time  that  the 
action  becomes  ripe  for  decision-making.  At  that  time,  they  will  also  determine 
any  appropriate  mitigation  needed.  No  mitigation  measures  would  be  required 
Tor  any  or  me  oiner  transportation  components. 

4.2.3.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 

Roadways. 

Qn-Site  Direct  Effects  on  Kev  Community  Roads.  During  construction  and 
renovation  of  facilities,  some  effects  of  on-site  activities  would  occur  throughout 
the  Rantoul  Chanute  AFB  area.  During  the  peak  year  of  construction  and 
renovation  of  the  on-site  facilities,  U.S.  45  North,  U.S.  45  South,  Maplewood 
Drive.  Charxller  Road,  and,  to  some  extent.  U.S.  136  would  experience  irKreased 
use  resulting  from  reuse-generated  construction  traffic.  About  400  construction 
workers  (in  the  1992-1993  peak  years)  could  be  expected  to  use  U.S.  45  North, 
U.S.  45  South,  Maplewood  Drive,  and  Chandler  Road.  The  LOS  on  each  of  these 
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three  roads  is  projected  to  be  A  at  closure.  Although  volumes  would  increase, 
construction  period  traffic  would  not  affect  these  roads  substantially  enough  to 
change  LOS  ratings.  The  most  obvious  effects  on  U.S.  136  would  be  from  some 
additional  heavy  truck  traffic,  which  would  cause  further  congestion  on  that  road 
In  central  Rantoul. 

The  number  of  trips  generated  by  each  type  of  proposed  land  reuse  was 
estimated  for  the  operations  period  based  upon  projections  for  numbers  of 
employees,  students,  and  hospital  patients.  Figure  4.2-8  shows  the  AADT 
generated  by  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  for  the  year 
2014,  for  each  of  the  five  key  roads  that  would  be  affected.  The  maximum 
number  of  trips  generated  by  direct  land  uses  is  projected  to  be  about  12,900  in 
that  year.  U.S.  45  North  would  continue  to  be  the  major  traffic  carrier  for  on-site 
activities,  with  about  6,460  AADT.  Maplewood  Drive  would  experience 
approximately  3,230  AADT  from  this  alternative.  It  is  assumed  that  Township 
Road  1800  East  will  not  be  affected  by  this  alternative  because  no  access  to  that 
road  from  the  project  site  would  be  provided. 

Qn-SIte  Indirect  Effects  on  Key  Comi— lUniry  Roads.  On-site  indirect  effects  would 
generate  about  24,500  additional  trips.  Figure  4.2-8  shows  indirect  trip 
distribution  onto  key  community  roadways.  U.S.  45  North  would  receive  the 
greatest  share  of  the  indirect  trips,  ranging  up  to  about  12,300  AADT  by  the  year 
2014.  Maplewood  Drive  would  receive  about  6,100  AADT  from  the  activities  of 
this  alternative;  U.S.  45  South,  about  4,900;  and  Chandler  Road  about  1,200. 

Summary  of  Qn-Site  Effects  on  Kev  Community  Roads.  Together,  both  direct 
and  indirect  trips  would  total  about  37,400  by  the  year  2014.  This  represents  a 
very  large  increase  over  the  180  trips  generated  by  the  disposal  management 
team  upon  closure  in  1993.  The  distribution  to  the  five  key  community  roads  is 
shown  on  Figure  4.2-8.  U.S.  45  North  would  carry  about  18,700  trips,  or 
50  percent  of  the  total. 


Figure  4.2-9  shows  peak-hour  traffic  and  LOS  for  preclosure,  closure,  and  the 
years  1994, 1999, 2004,  and  2014  for  each  of  the  five  key  roads,  including  the 
rKxr-project-generated  traffic.  The  effects  of  this  alternative  would  create  no  LOS 
degradation  on  U.S.  45  South  and  only  slight  degradation  on  Chandler  Road  and 
U.S.  45  North.  However,  without  an  increase  in  capacity,  peak-hour  traffic  loads 
on  Maplewood  Drive  would  result  in  a  marginally  acceptable  LOS  of  D  by  the 
year  2014. 

Off-Site  Effects.  Changes  in  the  magnitude  of  off -site  traffic  resulting  from  direct 
and  indirect  effects  of  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 
would  be  proportional  to  projected  changes  In  population  in  the  Village  of 
Rantoul  and  the  rest  of  the  ROI.  A  gain  of  about  7  percent  in  population  is 
projected  during  the  20-year  period  between  1994  and  2014.  Traffic  volumes  in 
the  Village  would  increase  by  that  same  amount  during  that  period. 
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Figure  4.2-9 


Consequently,  this  alternative  should  have  no  noticeable  negative  effects  on 
off-site  Rantoui  and  ROI  traffic  conditions. 

Effects  on  Key  On-Site  Roads.  Figure  4.2-7  presents  data  on  peak-hour  traffic 
and  LOS  that  would  result  from  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative  for  the  six  key  on-base  roads.  Although  the  Proposed  Action  is 
projected  to  generate  more  traffic  than  this  alternative,  the  projected  usage  on 
the  key  on-base  roads  is  expected  to  be  similar.  All  roads  on  base  have  a 
peak-hour  capacity  of  2,800.  Eagle  Drive  would  be  widened  to  four  lanes  as  part 
of  the  Proposed  Action.  However,  because  of  side  friction  from  driveways  and 
intersections,  its  peak-hour  capacity  would  not  be  improved  significantly  above 
2,800.  Based  upon  projections  for  numbers  of  employees,  students,  and 
hospital  beds,  distribution  would  be  similar  to  that  found  on  base  in  the  1987 
Military  Traffic  Management  Command  study  (Transportation  Engineering 
Agency,  1987)  for  the  five  on-base  roads.  It  is  assumed  that  Heritage  Drive, 
which  is  proposed  for  a  future  access  into  the  project  area,  would  carry 
10  percent  of  the  total  traffic.  None  of  the  on-base  roads  would  have  an  LOS 
lower  than  D,  an  acceptable  level. 

Airspace/Air  Traffic.  This  alternative  includes  minor  maintenance,  snftall  air 
cargo,  and  light  general  aviation  aircraft  operations,  which  would  result  in  less  air 
traffic  than  the  Proposed  Action.  These  operations  would  primarily  include  light, 
single-engine  aircraft  and  large  jet  aircraft  such  as  B'747s  and  DC-1  Os.  The 
projected  numbers  of  flight  operations  and  fleet  mix  associated  with  this 
alternative  are  shown  in  Table  4.2-2.  Based  on  these  projections,  the  fleet  mix, 
and  runway  configuration,  the  ASV  for  each  of  the  projected  years  is 
approximately  200,000  operations.  This  alternative,  therefore,  represents  about 
10  percent  of  the  available  capacity,  posing  no  constraints  on  airfield  use. 


Table  4.2-2.  Projected  Aviation  Forecast  -  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AHemative 


Average  Annual  Operations 

1994 

1999 

2004 

2014 

Aviation  Category 

General  Aviation 

10,000 

15,045 

17,100 

18,800 

Aircraft  Maintenance 

300 

500 

600 

700 

Air  Cargo 

730 

730 

730 

1,460 

Total  Operations 

11,030 

16,275 

18,430 

20,960 

neet  Mix  (Percent  of  Total 
Piston  Engine 

Operations) 

77 

78 

76 

73 

Turboprop 

7 

7 

8 

9 

Narrow  Body  Jet 

15 

14 

15 

17 

Wide  Body  Jet 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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Airspace  requirements  would  also  be  dependent  on  the  type  of  air  traffic  control 
and  instrument  approach  services  provided,  as  discussed  under  the  Proposed 
Action. 

Based' on  the  information  presently  available  and  preliminary  findings  of  the  FAA 
and  the  IDOT,  it  does  not  appear  that  aircraft  operations  at  Chanute  AFB  under 
this  alternative  would  result  in  any  impacts  on  air  traffic  and  airspace  use  within 
the  ROI. 

Air  Transportation.  The  effects  of  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative  on  the  Willard  ^rport  would  be  the  result  of  the  alternative’s 
contribution  to  the  overall  population  gain  in  the  ROI.  The  Willard  Airport 
passengers-per-caprta  in  1988  (without  Chanute's  contribution)  was  0.913.  By 
2014,  the  population  In  the  ROI  Is  projected  to  generate  about  164,500 
passengers,  assuming  the  same  passengers-per-capita. 

Light  Emissions.  The  required  lighting  systems  for  this  alternative  will  be  similar 
to  those  for  the  Proposed  Action  (see  Section  2.3. 1.1),  and  potential  effects 
would,  therefore,  be  similar. 

This  alternative  includes  an  MALSR  light  system.  The  sequenced  flashers  of  this 
system  could  have  a  damaging  effect  to  the  retina  of  the  eye,  particularly  if 
viewed  with  any  optical  magnifying  agent.  Any  damage  that  could  occur  would 
depend  upon  many  variables,  including  distance,  power  of  the  magnification, 
and  the  physical  condition  of  the  eyes  involved.  It  is,  therefore,  recommended 
that  under  no  circumstances  should  the  sequenced  flashers  be  viewed  through  a 
magnifying  agent.  As  for  the  REIL  system,  annoying  effects  could  be  created  by 
the  flashers  in  an  occupied  building  or  a  roadway  system  in  the  proxim'ity  of  the 
flashers. 

Ou*Ar  Marker.  Signals  from  the  compass  locator  outer  marker  for  the  ILS 
runway  would  not  interfere  with  signals  from  any  existing  television  stations. 

Railroad  Transportation.  Effects  on  railroad  service  in  the  ROI  expected  from 
this  alternative  would  be  simBar  to  those  on  air  traffic:  an  Increase  of  about 
8.7  percent  over  the  20  years  between  1994  and  2014. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Some  reductions  in  traffic  could  be  achieved  using 
ride-sharing  and  other  transportation  management  techniques.  LOS  reductions 
could  be  avoided  through  expansion  of  road  capacities,  particularly  through 
road  widening  and  signalization.  The  only  roadway  improvements  required 
would  be  on  Maplewood  Drive,  for  which  the  peak-hour  LOS  would  drop  to  D  by 
the  year  2014.  This  could  be  mitigated  by  providing  signalization  and  other 
improvements  at  key  Intersectbns. 
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Any  possible  adverse  effects  on  the  surrounding  ground  level  residences  or 
highway  traffic  as  a  result  of  the  installation  or  relocation  of  REIL  systents  can  be 
mitigated  through  shielding.  The  FAA/IDOT  will  prepare  the  necessary 
environmental  documentation  required  for  the  location  of  the  outer  marker  at 
such  time  that  the  action  becomes  ripe  for  decision-making.  At  that  time,  they 
will  also  determine  any  appropriate  mitigation  needed.  No  mitigation  measures 
would  be  required  for  any  of  the  other  transportation  components. 

4.2.3.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative 

Roadways. 

On-Site  Direct  Effects  on  Key  Community  Roads.  The  effects  of  the  Non-Aviation 
Alternative  construction  workers  on  key  community  roads  would  be  negligible 
because  during  the  peak-construction  years  (late  1990s)  there  are  projected  to 
be  only  about  35  construction  workers. 

The  number  of  trips  generated  by  each  type  of  proposed  reuse  land  use  was 
estimated  for  the  operations  period  based  upon  projections  for  number  of 
employees,  students,  arvl  hospital  patients.  Figure  4.2-10  shows  a  summary  of 
the  AADT  generated  by  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  for  the  year  2014,  for  each  of 
the  five  key  roads  tiiat  would  be  affected.  The  maximum  number  of  trips 
generated  by  direct  effect  land  uses  is  projected  to  be  about  9,100  in  that  year. 
U.S.  45  North  would  continue  to  be  the  major  traffic  carrier  for  on-site  activities, 
with  about  4,600  AADT.  Maplewood  Drive  would  experience  about  2,300  AADT 
under  this  alternative,  and  U.S.  45  South  about  1 ,800. 

On-Site  Indirect  Effects  on  Key  Community  Roads.  In  addition  to  the  direct 
effects,  indirect  effects  would  generate  about  6,700  trips.  Figure  4.2-10  shows 
the  trip  distribution  onto  key  community  roadways.  U.S.  45  North  would  receive 
the  greatest  share  of  the  Indirect  trips,  ranging  up  to  about  3,400  AADT  by  the 
year  2014.  Maplewood  Drive  would  receive  about  1 ,700  AADT  from  the  activities 
of  this  alternative;  U.S.  45  South,  about  1 ,300;  and  Chandler  Road  about  340. 

Summary  of  Qn-SIte  Impacts.  Together,  both  direct  and  indirect  trips  would  total 
about  15,900  by  the  year  2014.  This  number  represents  about  64  percent  of  the 
25,000  trips  generated  by  the  base  in  the  1987-1986  period.  The  distribution  to 
the  five  key  community  roads  is  shown  on  Figure  4.2-10.  U.S.  45  South  would 
carry  about  7,900  trips,  or  about  50  percent  of  the  total. 

Figure  4.2-1 1  shows  peak-hour  traffic  and  LOS  for  preclosure,  closure,  and  the 
years  1994, 1999, 2004,  and  2014  for  each  of  the  five  key  roads.  Including  the 
non-project-generated  traffic.  The  effects  of  this  alternative  would  create  no  LOS 
degradation  on  any  of  the  key  community  roads  except  Maplewood  Drive. 
Without  a  change  in  present  capacity,  the  LOS  on  Maplewood  Drive  would 
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change  from  A  at  closure  to  B  in  the  year  1994.  This  change  Is  not  considered  to 
be  a  serious  degradation  of  service. 


Off-Site  Effects.  Changes  in  the  magnitude  of  off-site  traffic  resuiting  from  direct 
and  indirect  effects  of  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  be  proportional  to 
projected  changes  in  population  in  the  Viiiage  of  Rantoul.  A  gain  of  about 
7  percent  in  Rantoui’s  population  is  projected  during  the  20-year  period  between 
1994  and  2014.  Traffic  volumes  in  the  city  would  increase  by  the  same  amount 
during  that  period.  Consequently,  this  alternative  should  have  no  noticeable 
negative  effects  on  off-site  ROI  traffic  conditions. 

Effects  on  Key  On-Site  Roads.  Figure  4.2-12  presents  data  on  peak-hour  traffic 
and  LOS  that  would  result  from  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  for  the  six  key 
on-base  roads.  All  roads  on  base  have  a  peak-hour  capacity  of  2,800.  Based 
upon  projections  for  numbers  of  employees,  students,  and  hospital  beds, 
distribution  would  be  similar  to  that  found  on  base  in  the  1987  Military  Traffic 
Management  Command  sttxiy  (Transportation  Engineering  Agency,  1987)  for 
the  five  on-base  roads.  It  is  assumed  that  Heritage  Drive  would  carry  10  percent 
of  the  total  traffic.  None  of  the  on-base  roads  would  have  an  LOS  lower  than  B, 
which  is  an  acceptable  level. 

Airapace/Air  Traffic.  The  use  of  Chanute  AFB  for  non-aviation  purposes  only 
would  have  no  effect  on  air  traffic  and  airspace  in  the  ROI. 

Air  Transportation.  The  effects  of  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  on  the  Willard 
Airport  would  be  the  result  of  the  alternative’s  contribution  to  the  overall 
population  gain  in  the  ROI.  The  Willard  Airport  passengers-per-capita  in  1988 
(without  Chanute's  contribution)  was  0.913.  By  2014,  the  projected  population 
in  the  ROI  will  be  about  178,600,  generating  about  162,000  passengers, 
assuming  the  same  passengers-per-capita. 

Railroad  Transportation.  Effects  on  railroad  service  in  the  ROI  expected  from 
this  attemafrve  would  be  similar  to  those  on  air  traffic:  an  increase  of  about 
8.2  percent  over  the  20  years  between  1994  and  2014. 

Mitigation  Measures.  No  mitigation  measures  would  be  required  for  any  of  the 
transportation  components. 

4.2.3.4  No-Action  AKemative 

Roadways 

Qn-SIte  Direct  Effects.  As  discussed  in  the  closure  baseline,  only  the  50-person 
disposal  management  team  would  be  active  at  the  base.  It  is  assumed  that  all  of 
these  employees  would  use  what  Is  presently  the  main  gate  and  Its  access,  U.S. 
45  North.  The  50  employees  and  other  vehicles  would  generate  about  1 80  trips 
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per  day.  The  peak-hour  traffic  on  U.S.  45  North  would  be  about  720  vehicles, 
including  non-base-generated  traffic,  and  the  LOS  wouid  be  A.  None  of  the 
other  four  key  community  roads  would  receive  base-generated  traffic,  and  all 
would  maintain  a  peak-hour  LOS  of  A. 

Off-Site  Effects.  Without  population  growth  there  would  be  no  negative  off-site 
effects  resulting  from  the  No-Action  Alternative. 

Airspace/Air  Traffic.  Linder  the  No-Action  Alternative,  the  base  would  enter  a 
caretaker  status  that  would  not  include  any  airfield  use.  Because  no  airspace 
designations  specific  to  aviation  use  (i.e.,  airfields)  or  instrument  procedures  are 
currently  established  at  Chanute  AFB,  no  cancellation  actions  would  be  required. 
Therefore,  this  alternative  would  have  no  effect  on  airspace  use  in  the  ROI. 

Air  Transportation.  No  effects  on  air  transportation  service  or  safety  are 
expected  from  this  alternative. 

Railroad  Transportation.  No  effects  to  railroad  service  or  safety  are  expected 
from  this  alternative. 

Mitigations  Measures.  No  mitigation  measures  would  be  rtecessary  for  this 
alternative. 

4.2.4  Utilities 

Direct  and  Indirect  changes  in  future  utility  demand  for  each  alternative  were 
estimated  based  on  historic,  preclosure,  per-capita  average  daily  use  on 
Chanute  AFB  and  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul.  Historic  per-capita  factors  for 
Chanute  AFB  include  the  number  of  residents  and  workers  on  the  base.  These 
factors  were  applied  to  estimates  of  numbers  of  future  residents  and  employees 
associated  both  with  on-base  reuses  and  the  off-base  aircraft  maintenance  area 
incorporated  into  the  Proposed  Action.  The  average  daily  use  factors  for  both 
the  base  and  Rantoul  are  shown  in  Table  4.2-3. 


4.2-3.  Daily  Average  Preclosure  Per-CapHa  Utility  Demand  (1986-1988) 


Chanute  AFB 

fiaolQul 

Water  (gallons  per  day) 

162.2 

64.3 

Wastewater  (gallons  per  day) 

56.1* 

87.5 

Solid  Waste  (cubic  yards  per  day) 

1.8 

3.5 

Electricity  (kwh  per  day) 

13.7 

12.8 

Natural  Gas  (therms  per  day) 

0.5 

1.2 

Coal  (pounds  per  day) 

14.1 

N/A 

*Aa«umM  an  inflow/infiltration  rata  of  55%  (0.9  mgd),  which  would  be  unaffectad  by  base 
dosure/rausa. 

Souroa;  U.S.  Air  Foroa,  19900;  Vtllaga  of  Rantoul,  1900b. 
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The  following  assumptions  were  made  in  the  analysis  of  potential  effects  on 
utilities: 

•  The  general  character  of  activities  related  to  utHities  in  both  Rantoul  and  in 
the  reuse  area  does  not  change  appreciably  as  the  result  of  reuse  actions. 
Consequently,  preclosure  per-captta  utility  demand  was  assumed  to  be 
reasonably  representative  of  future  demand  during  base  reuse. 

•  Except  for  the  No-Action  Alternative,  reuse  activities  commence  prior  to 
base  closure.  Therefore,  utility  demands  for  prior  use  and  reuse  overlap. 

•  Under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  a  staff  of  approximately  50  people  would 
provide  the  necessary  maintenance  functions.  Utility  demarid  would  be 
proportional  to  the  number  of  staff  except  for  coal  and  natural  gas;  about 
20  percent  of  present  consumption  of  these  fuels  would  be  required  to 
maintain  minimum  space  heating  in  existing  facilities. 

•  Natural  gas  would  continue  to  be  supplied  from  a  commercial  source 
(NIGC). 

•  A  single  entity  would  assume  responsibility  for  operation  of  at  least  the 
larger  (central)  of  the  two  on-base  heating  plants.  Non-use  or  a  change  in 
fuel  source  for  this  coal-fired  steam  plant  would  result  in  a  substantial 
increase  in  the  demand  for  natural  gas. 

The  Village  of  Rantoul’s  position  on  the  transfer  of  and  responsibillity  for 
Chanute  AFB  infrastructure  is  presented  in  a  Position  Statement  included  as 
Appendix  J  of  this  EIS. 

4.2.4. 1  Proposed  Action. 

Water  Supply.  The  Proposed  Action  would  require  water  for  a  broad  range  of 
uses  that  are  generally  similar  to  those  currently  being  carried  out  on  Chanute 
AFB.  There  are  no  plans  for  new  facilities  that  would  be  expected  to  require 
unusually  high  volumes  of  processing  water.  Integration  of  the  existing  potable 
water  supply  systems  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  with  a  capacity  of  3.2  MGD,  and 
on  Chanute  AFB,  with  a  capacity  of  5.8  MGD,  would  result  in  a  system  with  a 
delivery  capacity  of  9.0  MGC  of  treated  water.  The  systems  could  be 
interconnected  through  existing  lines,  and  are  currently  available  for  mutual 
support  (e.g.,  fire  fighting  or  other  emergencies). 

Figure  4.2-13  shows  the  estimated  potable  water  demand  for  both  Rantoul  and 
the  reuse  area  from  1991  to  2014  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  for  each  of  the 
three  alternatives.  The  estimate  indudes  predosure  requirements  of  the  Air 
Force,  but  exdudes  small  amounts  of  water  required  during  construction 
activities.  The  contributions  associated  with  direct  workers  (i.e.,  regular, 
full-time  employees  of  the  aircraft  maintenance,  educational,  and  medical 
facilities)  and  with  Indirect  water  users  (students,  patients,  suppliers,  gdfers, 
pilots,  etc.)  are  also  shown. 

With  initiation  of  reuse  activities  prior  to  dosure,  demand  would  decline  to  a 
projected  minimum  of  approximately  1.2  MGD  in  1994.  Associated  construction 
activities  would  result  in  small  increases  in  the  vdume  of  water  consumed 
during  the  low-vdume  years.  Because  the  on-base  water  plant  is  capable  of 
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operating  reliably  over  a  wide  range  of  demand  ieveis  and  it  is  currently 
operating  satisfactorily  at  an  expected  annual  average  rate  of  1 .5  MGD,  no 
appreciable  problems  or  consequent  impacts  associated  with  tempcarily 
reduced  demands  are  expected. 

The  delivery  capacity  of  the  combined  supply  would  exceed  the  largest 
potential  demand  projected  under  the  Proposed  Action  (3.4  MGD)  by  neariy  a 
factor  of  three.  Some  level  of  design  and  construction  for  new  or  relocated 
supply  lines  would  be  expected.  Utility  corridors  or  easements  would  need  to 
be  established  throughout  the  former  base  area,  because  none  presently  exist. 
No  other  n^jor  modifications  or  appreciable  effects  to  the  potable  water  system 
are  projected  as  a  result  of  the  Proposed  Action.  The  need  for  utility  corridors 
and  easements  would  apply  similariy  to  all  existing  base  utilities. 

Wastewater.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  all  wastewater  generated  in  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  and  in  the  reuse  area  would  continue  to  be  collected  and 
routed  to  the  Village  of  Rantoul  WWTP  for  processing.  The  Village  would 
assume  responsibility  for  the  wastewater  collector  system  in  the  reuse  area. 

Figure  4.2-14  shows  the  estimated  average  daily  volume  of  wastewater  influent 
to  the  Rantoul  WWTP  from  ail  sources  from  1991  to  2014  for  the  Proposed 
Action  and  for  each  of  the  three  alternatives.  Under  the  Proposed  Action, 
influent  volumes  to  the  WWTP  from  the  reuse  activities  and  the  Village  would 
reach  a  minimum  of  2.6  MGD  in  1994,  and  then  rise  to  a  maximum  of  3.1  MGD 
in  2014. 

The  Proposed  Action  would  develop  wastewater  streams  from  enterprises 
similar  to  pre-existing  ones,  with  the  major  exception  of  aircraft  maintenance 
activities.  Although  accidental  discharges  into  sewer  systems  of  undesirable 
materials  such  as  petroleum  products  are  possible,  they  are  rare  from 
well-managed  facilities  this  type;  in  this  situation  the  source  should  be  easily 
kfentiflable  for  appropriate  corrective  action.  Some  activities  potentially 
associated  with  aircraft  maintenance,  such  as  electroplating,  could  require 
pretreatment  of  process  wastewater  prior  to  discharge  into  the  collectors 
feeding  the  Rantoid  WWTP.  Such  pretreatment,  if  necessary,  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  federal  and  State  of  Illinois  regulations  designed  to 
reduce  the  associated  hazards  to  acceptable  levels.  These  requirements  would 
be  met  during  the  facility  design  process. 

Because  reuse  activities  would  begin  prior  to  closure,  wastewater  flows  from  the 
base  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  are  estimated  to  decline  to  a 
minimum  of  about  1 .3  MGD.  As  activities  under  the  Proposed  Action  Increase, 
the  volume  of  wastewater  influent  to  the  WWTP  would  rise.  By  the  year  201 4, 
the  projected  average  flow  from  the  base  would  increase  to  approximately  1 .7 
MGD. 

In  the  year  2014  (wastewater  generation  rate  of  1.7  MGD),  the  average  daily 
quantity  of  wastewater  to  be  collected  in  the  reuse  area  and  transmitted  to  the 
WWTP  would  be  less  than  A5  percent  of  the  design  capacity  of  the  sine's 
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20-inch  force  main  in  the  pumping  station  at  Eagle  and  Heritage  drives 
(Section  3.2.5.2).  Wastewater  currently  is  routed  from  the  base  to  the  Rantoul 
WWTP  by  both  the  20-inch  force  main  and  a  gravity  sewer  that  serves  the 
housing  area  in  the  northeast  part  of  the  base.  The  force  main  is  fed  by  the 
pump  station  described  above  and  a  smaller  one  in  the  industrial  area  of  the 
base.  A  new  connection  to  the  existing  collection  system  would  be  required 
from  the  proposed  maintenance  facility  in  the  aviation  support  area.  Any  minor 
adjustments  to  the  Rantotd  WWTP  that  would  be  required  would  not  likely  be 
eligible  for  federal  funds  under  the  Airport  Improvement  Program. 

Solid  Waste.  Figure  4.2-15  shows  the  estimated  volume  of  refuse  disposed  of 
from  1991  to  2014.  This  estimate  includes  contributions  from  the  preclosure 
on-base  requirements  of  the  Air  Force,  from  direct  and  indirect  worker  activities 
in  the  reuse  area,  and  from  the  resident  population  of  Rantoul  and  the 
surrounding  area.  No  allowance  is  made  for  direct  construction  activities, 
although  these  activities  could  contribute  minor  amounts  of  waste. 

Large-volume  wastes,  such  as  demoiiticn  materials,  cannot  be  deposited  in  the 
Rantoul  landfill.  If  a  new  county  landfill  is  not  available  at  the  time  of  closure  of 
the  Rantoul  landfill,  Rantoul’s  wastes  would  likely  be  transported  to  the  H&L 
larxjfill  facility  in  adjacent  Vermilion  County.  The  estimated  volume  of  waste 
generated  from  the  Rantoid  service  area  under  the  Proposed  Action  in  1995 
would  be  about  74,000  cubic  yards  per  year,  which  would  represent 
approximately  1.1  percent  of  the  1990  remaining  capacity  of  the  H&L  landfill  and 
a  10.9-percent  increase  over  its  1990  disposal  rate. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  conceptual  plans  identify  the  demolition  of  over 
500,000  square  feet  of  existing  facilities.  This  material  would  contain  both  inert 
(e  g.,  stone,  concrete)  and  non-inert  (e  g.,  wood,  paper  products,  plastics) 
materials,  including  some  asbestos-containing  materials.  Current  restrictions 
would  not  permit  disposal  of  this  material  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  landfill.  Uliana 
Waste  System  operates  a  permitted  solid  waste  landfill  in  Milford,  Illinois, 
approximately  35  miles  from  Rantoul.  There  is  sufTicient  capacity  for  this  landfill 
to  receive  asbestos  solid  waste  until  approximately  1997.  Chanute  AFB  has 
sent  ACM  to  this  facility.  This  facility  requires  that  the  asbestos  waste  be 
transported  in  closed  containers.  In  addition,  a  new  solid  waste  landfill  is 
scheduled  to  open  in  1991  and  is  located  in  Hoopeston,  Illinois,  approximately 
35  miles  from  Rantoul.  This  facility  may  also  accept  debris  with 
asbestos-containing  material.  There  are  numerous  landfills  in  surrounding 
counties  that  are  licensed  to  accept  demolition  debris.  The  H&L  landfill  is  the 
closest  site  that  can  accept  r>on-hazardous  demolition  debris.  The  volume  of 
demolition  material  from  Chanute  AFB  would  represent  approximately 
0.4  percent  of  the  remaining  volume  of  the  H&L  landfill. 

Energy.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the  Village  of  Rantoul  would  assume 
responsibility  for  all  energy-related  utilities  to  the  reuse  area,  except  natural  gas, 
which  would  continue  to  be  supplied  by  the  NIGC.  This  impact  analysis 
assumes  that  the  existing  central  heating  plant  would  continue  to  operate  and 
would  remain  coal  fired.  Alternatively,  this  plant  could  be  converted  to  another 
fuel,  such  as  oil  or  natural  gas,  or  the  plant  could  be  partially  or  entirely  replaced 
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with  natural  gas  space  heating  systems  installed  in  each  of  the  existing 
buildings  and  facilities.  In  either  case,  tfte  quantity  of  the  alternative  fuel 
required  would  be  roughly  equivalent  in  thermal  energy  to  that  provided  by  coal, 
except  for  changes  in  plant  arxi  distributional  efficiency. 

Electricity.  Integration  of  the  electrical  supply  systems  (for  the  Village  of  Rantoul 
and  the  reuse  area)  would,  at  a  minimum,  require  metering  of  the  facilities  to  be 
served  within  the  area  formerly  comprising  Chanute  AFB  and  establishment  of 
appropriate  utility  corridors  and  easements. 

Figure  4.2-16  shows  the  estimated  average  daily  demand  from  1991  to  2014  for 
the  Proposed  Action  and  for  each  of  the  three  alternatives,  excluding  very  small 
amounts  required  for  direct  construction  activities  (e.g.,  incidental  loads  for 
operating  electrically-powered  tools  and  equipment  and  temporary  security 
lighting).  The  estimate  includes  contributions  from  the  preclosure  on-base 
requirements  of  the  Air  Force,  from  direct  and  indirect  worker  activities  in  the 
reuse  area,  and  from  the  resident  population  of  the  Vmage  of  Rantoul.  Average 
demand  is  projected  to  decline  to  a  minimum  of  283  megawatt-hours  per  day 
(MWH/day)  in  1994  and  then  rise  to  a  maximum  of  396  MWH/day  in  the  year 
2014.  Decreased  demand  presents  no  prdblem  to  the  system,  and  the  peak 
demand  is  well  within  the  supply  capabilities  of  the  system. 

Because  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  AFB  electrical  systems  have  been 
designed  to  operate  independently  and  the  projected  peak  loads  would  not  be 
expected  to  differ  appreciably  from  present  ones,  no  major  change  to  the 
Rantoul  system  would  be  required  to  accommodate  the  Proposed  Action. 

Within  Chanute  AFB,  the  base-owned  substation  and  electrical  distribution 
system  is  well  maintained  and  in  good  condition.  Base  peak  power  demand 
over  the  past  several  years  is  reported  to  be  about  14,000  to  17,000  kVA  and  the 
substation  has  an  excess  capacity  of  18,000  to  21 ,000  kVA  available  for 
expansion  (EDAW  et  al.,  1990).  Therefore,  over  100  percent  reserve  capacity  is 
presently  available  to  accommodate  additional  needs. 

The  on-base  electrical  distribution  system  is  arranged  in  a  loop-feed 
configuration  so  that  service  can  be  supplied  from  alternative  circuits  if  failures 
occur.  The  system  is  adequate  under  present  loads.  Specific  development 
requirements  could  be  met  by  minor  extensions  of  the  system,  if  necessary. 

The  aircraft  maintenance  facility  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  would  be 
supplied  from  a  69-kV  loop  circuit,  and  power  could  be  derived  from  two 
substations  drawing  from  separate  primary  sources  (State  of  Illinois,  1990).  The 
proposed  loop  would  run  south  along  Murray  Avenue  from  an  existing  CIPS  line 
to  Chandler  Road,  then  eastward  to  Paxton  Road,  northward  to  the  northern 
bourKlary  of  the  wastewater  treatment  plant  property,  and  then  westward  to  the 
existing  Village  of  Rantoul  substation.  An  ROW  would  have  to  be  established  for 
such  a  line  Adequate  power  is  available  to  pi  ovWe  the  projected  load  for  ♦his 
and  all  other  facilities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  through  the  year  201 4. 
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Metering  would  be  required  at  least  for  all  of  the  services  not  supported  by  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  and  could  be  desirable  for  cost  monitoring  and  accountability 
of  some  public-supplied  services.  Some  of  the  larger  buildings  have  several 
connection  points  of  various  voltages,  all  of  which  would  have  to  be  metered  If 
electrical  power  was  to  be  sold  to  individual  tenants. 

Natural  Gas.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  natural  gas  would  continue  to  be 
supplied  to  both  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  to  the  reuse  area  by  the  present 
commercial  supplier,  NIGC.  However,  within  the  reuse  area,  in  place  of  a  single 
user  (i.e.,  the  Air  Force),  multiple  users  would  be  involved.  Questions  relating  to 
ROWS,  ownership  and  maintenance  of  facilities,  and  metering  of  the  individual 
facilities  to  be  served  would,  therefore,  need  to  be  resolved. 

Urxler  the  Proposed  Action,  metering  of  the  additional  individual  properties  to 
be  served  would  be  required  and  ownership  and  maintenance  responsibility  for 
the  on-base  facilities  transferred  from  the  Air  Force  to  NIGC.  ROWs  for  the 
existing  lines  to  the  gas  company  would  also  have  to  be  established.  Similar 
considerations  apply  to  the  lines  from  the  small  gas-fired  heating  plant  in  the 
base  industrial  area  and  to  its  connections  to  the  facilities  that  it  serves. 

Figure  4.2-17  shows  the  average  daily  natural  gas  demand  for  the  period  1991 
to  2014  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  for  each  of  the  three  alternatives.  Existing 
natural  gas  service  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  would  be  essentially  unaffected, 
except  for  the  changes  in  demand  associated  with  population  changes. 
Requirements  for  service  to  the  reuse  area  could  grow  substantially,  because 
the  per-capita-based  projections  do  not  fully  account  for  the  potential  demand 
for  natural  gas  associated  with  the  proposed  aircraft  maintenance  facility.  That 
facility  could  require  peak  gas  consumption  at  a  rate  of  approximately  2  million 
therms  per  month.  However,  NIGC  foresees  no  problems  in  meeting  the 
resultant  total  demand.  The  company  has  a  4-Inch,  450-psl  gas  line  running 
north-south  just  east  of  the  base  through  the  proposed  site  for  the  aircraft 
maintenance  facility.  It  is  connected  to  a  6-inch,  450-psi  transmission  line 
running  east-west  on  the  north  side  of  U.S.  136.  This  gas  main  is  capable  of 
serving  large  commercial  and  industrial  customers.  The  line  would  be  relocated 
to  avoid  both  the  new  facility  arxl  the  runway  extension  (State  of  Illinois,  1990). 

A  new  ROW  would  have  to  be  established  for  relocated  portions  of  this  4-inch 
line.  No  appreciable  impacts  are  expected  in  connection  with  this  energy 
source. 

Coal.  The  central  heating  plant  housed  In  Building  46,  which  serves  a 
substantial  area  of  the  base,  is  coal  fired.  Its  conversion  to  commercial  use 
would  require  formal  designation  of  ROWs  for  the  lines  to  the  facilities  served 
and  establishment  of  an  appropriate  method  of  reimbursement  for  service.  This 
facility  was  placed  in  service  in  1939  and,  although  a  half-century  old,  has  been 
relatively  well  maintained.  It  would  be  renovated  and  remain  In  service  under 
the  Proposed  Action. 
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Figure  4.2-1 8  shows  the  estimated  average  daily  coal  consumption  for  this 
facility  from  1991  to  2014  under  the  Proposed  Action  and  for  each  of  the  three 
alternatives.  The  1988  average  consumption  of  93  tons  per  day  is  projected  to 
be  reached  by  201 1 .  However,  because  of  various  improvements  in  facilities 
recently  completed  by  the  Air  Force,  the  plant  can  meet  current  demand  while 
operating  at  only  approximately  50  percent  of  its  capacity  (EDAW  et  ai.,  1990). 
Consequently,  satisfactory  operation  of  the  piant  through  2014  would  likely  be 
piossible  and  no  impacts  on  its  service  are  projected.  Chanute  AFB's  coai 
supplier  for  the  past  10  years,  the  Black  Beauty  Coal  Company  in  Evansville, 
Indiana,  has  indicated  that  the  reduction  in  coai  requirements  at  Chanute  would 
not  have  a  major  impact  on  their  company. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  demolition  of  the  existing  structures  and  the 
construction  of  new  buildings  at  Chapman  Court  would  generate  approximately 
36,000  cubic  yards  of  additional  construction  rubble.  Disposal  of  this  debris 
would  be  subject  to  the  same  restrictions  and  regulations  as  discussed  for 
disposal  of  Chanute  AFB  demolition  debris.  Current  restrictions  would  not 
permit  disposal  of  non-inert  materials  in  the  Rantoul  landfill.  A  disposal  facility, 
yet  to  be  designated,  would  be  required  for  the  material.  The  H&L  landfill  is  the 
closest  site  that  can  accept  non-hazardous  demolition  debris.  The  volume  of 
demolition  material  from  Champan  Court  would  represent  approximately 
0.6  percent  of  the  remaining  capacity  of  the  H&L  landfill. 

The  cumulative  effect  of  Chapnrtan  Court  debris  combined  with  debris  produced 
by  Projxised  Action  activities  would  be  62,000  cubic  yards  of  material.  This 
amount  of  material  would  represent  about  1 .0  percent  of  the  remaining  capacity 
of  the  H&L  landfill,  if  all  materials  were  disposed  of  in  that  facility. 

Mitigation  Measures. 

Water  Supply.  No  adverse  Impacts  are  expected  from  reduced  flow;  therefore, 
no  mitigation  measures  wouid  be  necessary. 

Wastewater.  Under  the  Pro|30sed  Action,  wastewater  flows  are  anticipated  to 
increase  to  levels  within  the  design  capacity  of  the  WWTP.  In  fact,  reuses 
should  begin  before  final  base  closure  and  so  should,  to  some  extent,  offset  the 
reduced  flows  associated  with  drawdown  of  base  activities.  Although  some 
temjxirary  minor  adjustments  and  a  higher  degree  of  maintenance  than  is 
commonly  necessary  may  be  required,  no  modifications  in  the  plant  or 
operations  should  be  required. 

Solid  Waste.  Reuse  of  inert  demolition  wastes  as  rip-rap  or  fill  material  would 
decrease  the  potential  impact  on  landfills. 

Energy.  No  adverse  impacts  are  expected  as  a  result  of  reduced  demand; 
therefore,  no  mitigation  measures  would  be  necessary. 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


4-45 


Rantoul  and 
Chanute  AFB 
Coal  Consumption- 

Consumption:  1991-2014  Alternatives 


.2-18 


4.2.4.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative. 


Water  Supply.  The  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  wouid 
require  somewhat  iess  water  than  wouid  the  Proposed  Action,  but  otherwise 
wouid  be  simiiar  (Figure  4.2-13).  No  adverse  impacts  on  this  resource  are 
expected.  Fewer  utility  corridors  and  easements  would  have  to  be  established 
than  for  ine  Proposed  Action. 

Wastewater.  A  more  extensive  and  more  protracted  reduction  in  wastewater 
flows  would  occur  under  this  alternative  than  under  the  Proposed  Action,  and 
the  long-term  volume  in  2014  would  be  appreciably  less  (Figure  4.2-14). 

Impacts  would  be  similar  to  those  projected  for  the  Proposed  Action.  Any 
minor  adjustments  to  the  Rantoul  VJWTP  that  would  be  required  would  not  likely 
be  eligible  for  federal  funds  urxfer  the  Airport  Improvement  Program. 

Solid  Waste.  This  alternative  would  result  in  a  somewhat  lower  rate  of  waste 
disposal  to  the  Rantoul  larKjfiil  than  was  projected  for  the  Proposed  Action 
(see  Figure  4.2-1 5).  If  a  new  county  landfill  is  not  available  at  the  time  of  closure 
of  the  Rantoul  landfill,  Rant  ^ul's  wastes  would  likely  be  transported  to  the  H&L 
landfill  facility  in  adjacent  Vermilion  County.  The  estimated  volume  of  waste 
generated  from  the  Rantoul  service  area  under  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative  In  1995  would  be  about  58,000  cubic  yards  per  year, 
which  would  represent  approximately  0.9  percent  of  the  1990  remaining 
capacity  of  the  H&L  landfill  and  an  8.5-percent  increase  over  its  1990  disposal 
rate.  On-site  demolition,  with  the  attendant  requirement  for  disposal  of  wastes, 
would  be  approximately  the  same  as  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the 
associated  Impacts  would  be  essentially  equivalent.  The  disposal  of  demolition 
materials,  however,  would  likely  occur  at  a  slower  rate  and  over  a  longer  period 
of  time. 

Energy.  Energy  demands  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative  would  be  less  than  those  for  the  Proposed  Action  (Figures  4.2-16, 
4.2-17  and  4.2-18).  ROWS  would  have  to  be  established  for  on-base  areas  only. 
No  appreciable  impacts  on  energy  resources  are  projected. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Disposal  of  demolition  debris  resulting  from  this 
alternative  and  the  disposal  of  Chapman  Court  would  create  cumulative  impacts 
similiar  to  those  of  the  Proposed  Action.  Base  demolition  material,  however, 
would  likely  be  disposed  of  at  a  slower  rate  than  under  the  Proposed  Action. 

MKigation  Measures. 

Water  SuDDly.  No  adverse  impacts  are  expected,  therefore,  no  mitigation 
measures  would  be  necessary. 

Wastewater.  Under  this  alternative,  wastewater  flows  to  the  WWTP  are 
expected  to  be  lower  than  urxfer  the  Proposed  Action.  It  is  likely  that 
modifications  in  the  collection  system  and  a  higher  degree  of  maintenance  than 
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is  commonly  necessary  may  be  required.  Effluent  discharged  from  the  plant 
should  continue  to  meet  regulated  discharge  standards. 


Solid  Wasto.  The  same  mitigation  as  suggested  for  the  Proposed  Action  would 
also  apply  to  this  alternative. 

Energy.  No  adverse  impacts  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation  measures 
would  be  necessary. 

4.2.4.3  Non-Aviation  AHemative. 

Water  Supply.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  require  substantyiy  iess 
water  than  the  Proposed  Action  and  slightly  less  water  than  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  (Figure  4.2-13).  No  adverse  impacts  on  this 
resource  are  expected. 

Wastewater.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  result  in  a  more  extensive  and 
more  protracted  reduction  in  wastewater  flows  than  either  the  Proposed  Action 
or  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative,  and  the  long-term 
demand  in  2014  also  would  be  lower  (Figure  4.2-14).  Impacts  would  be  similar 
to  those  projected  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative. 

Solid  Waste.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  result  in  an  even  lower  rate  of 
waste  disposal  to  the  Rantoui  landfill  than  was  projected  for  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  (Figure  4.2-15).  If  a  new  county  landfill  is 
not  available  at  the  time  of  closure  of  the  Rantoui  landfill,  Rantoul’s  wastes 
would  likely  be  transported  to  the  H&L  landfill  facility  in  adjacent  Vermilion 
County.  The  estimated  volume  of  waste  generated  from  the  Rantoui  service 
area  under  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  in  1995  would  be  about  52,000  cubic 
yards  per  year,  which  would  represent  approximately  0.8  percent  of  the  1990 
remaining  capacity  of  the  HAL  landfill  and  an  8.0-percent  increase  over  its  1990 
disposal  rate.  The  amount  of  on-site  denKilition,  with  the  attendant  requirement 
for  disposal  of  wastes,  would  be  only  slightly  lower  than  for  the  Proposed  Action 
and  the  associated  impacts  would  be  similar. 

Energy.  Energy  demands  for  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  be  iess  than 
those  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  (Figures  4.2-16, 
4.2-17,  and  4.2-18).  ROWs  would  have  to  be  established  on  base.  No 
appreciable  impacts  on  energy  resources  are  projected. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Disposal  of  demolition  debris  resulting  from  this 
alternative  and  the  disposal  of  Chapman  Court  debris  would  create  cumuiatKre 
impacts  slightly  lower  than  those  of  the  Proposed  Action.  Base  demolition 
material  would  likely  be  disposed  of  at  a  slower  rate  than  under  the  Proposed 
Action. 
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Mitigation  Measures. 


Water  Supply.  No  adverse  Impacts  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation 
measures  would  be  necessary. 

Wastewater.  Under  this  alternative,  wastewater  flows  to  the  WWTP  are 
expected  to  be  lower  than  under  the  Proposed  Action.  It  is  likely  that 
modifications  in  the  collection  system  and  a  higher  degree  of  maintenance  than 
is  commonly  necessary  may  be  required.  Efluent  discharged  from  the  plant 
should  continue  to  meet  regulated  discharge  standards. 

Solid  Waste.  The  sante  mitigation  suggested  for  the  Proposed  Action  would 
also  apply  to  this  alternative. 

Energy.  No  adverse  Impacts  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation  measures 
would  be  ''ecessary. 

4.2.4.4  No-Action  AKemative. 

Water  Supply.  No  adverse  Impacts  on  water  supply  are  projected  under  the 
No-Action  Alternative. 

Wastewater.  The  low-flow  conditions  under  the  No-Action  Alternative  would 
present  the  greatest  potential  for  impacts  to  the  WWTP.  The  Village  of  Rantoui 
is  currently  operating  below  the  minimum  design  flow  for  the  plant.  Wastewater 
treated  at  the  plant  meets  all  effluent  discharge  standards.  However, 
procedures  implemented  to  address  the  low  flow  wastewater  conditions  may 
place  additional  strain  on  plant  equipment. 

The  more  notable  of  the  low-flow  related  problems  could  be  expected  to  occur 
in  the  force  main  systems.  The  volume  of  the  wet  well  and  the  rate  of 
wastewater  flow  determine  the  retention  tinte  of  the  system.  The  Illinois 
Recommended  Standards  for  Sewage  Works  require  that  the  retention  time  not 
exceed  30  minutes  at  the  design  average  flow.  Excessive  retention  times  can 
result  in  septic  corxiitlons,  with  attendant  generation  of  malodorous,  corrosive, 
toxic,  and  potentially  explosive  gases. 

The  pumping  system  for  wet  wells  must  be  sized  appropriately  for  the  expected 
flow.  Pump  stations  must  be  designed  to  handle  both  the  average  flow  and 
normal  daily  and  seasonal  fluctuations  encountered  in  service.  The  existing 
pump  stations  have  large  pumps  designed  to  mn  almost  continuously  to 
transport  the  average  flow,  arxf  smaller  pumps  that  control  the  fluctuations. 
Rows  are  anticipated  to  drop  appreciably  for  a  period  of  years  under  the 
No-Action  Alternative.  The  flow  rate  is  expected  to  drop  below  the  capacity  of 
the  large  pumps,  but  remain  above  the  capacity  of  the  smaller  ones.  The  large 
pumps  would,  therefore,  cycle  on  and  off  continuously.  Because  of  their  large 
starting  currents,  the  motors  for  the  larger  pumps  would  constantly  overheat, 
necessitating  excessive  maintenance  and  replacement. 
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A  specific  potential  problem  of  this  type  has  been  identified  in  the  pumping 
station  at  Eagle  and  Heritage  drives.  This  station  pumps  into  a  20-inch  diameter 
force  main  that  exterxfs  to  the  WWTP.  This  station  is  rated  at  i  .8  MGD  dry 
weather  ficw  and  3.92  MGD  at  maximum  daily  flow.  The  pumps  were  sized  to 
accommodate  the  infiltration/inflow  problem  In  the  upstream  sewers  and  future 
expansion.  With  substantially  reduced  flow,  this  equipment  would  be  oversized 
and  would  not  function  property. 

Low  flow  also  may  result  In  velocities  that  are  inadequate  to  keep  the  affected 
sewers  flushed  out.  For  less  severe  conditions,  increased  nrtaintenance  should 
provide  an  adequate  response.  Rerouting  of  the  wastewater  streams  could  be 
required  or  desirable,  deperxiing  on  the  actual  conditions  encountered  as  the 
area  is  developed. 

Lower  flows  to  the  WWTP  may  cause  excessive  cycling  of  the  pumps  in  the 
WWTP,  resulting  in  heat  build-up  in  the  motors  and  controls  arxj  possible  failure. 
Problems  with  long  retention  times  could  occur  at  the  WWTP  as  at  the  force 
main  wet  well.  Reduced  flow  rates  to  the  units,  clarifiers,  and  packed  tower 
biological  reactors  could  reduce  the  loading  rates  to  these  units  below  design 
parameters  and  the  efficiertcy  of  the  units  would  drop  drastically. 

Under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  wastewater  flows  In  the  year  2014  would  still  be 
significantly  below  the  minimum  plant  design  flow.  Equipment  breakdown  and 
failure  may  increase  as  a  result  of  the  inefficient  operation  of  the  facilities  (e.g., 
pumps  not  run  at  optimum  design  rates).  In  the  event  plant  modifications  are 
not  made  and  the  operatiorts  ar>d  maintenance  budget  is  not  sufficient  to 
maintain  plant  performance,  treated  effluent  discharged  may  exceed  discharge 
standards. 

Solid  Waste.  No  adverse  impacts  associated  with  solid  waste  disposal  are 
projected  under  the  No-Action  Alternative. 

Energy.  No  adverse  impacts  on  energy  are  projected  under  the  No-Action 
Alternative. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  There  are  no  known  local  or  regional  planned 
developments  that,  when  added  to  those  projected  for  the  No-Actlon 
Alternative,  would  result  in  impacts  substantially  different  from  those  discussed 
above. 

Mitigation  Measures. 

Water  Supply.  No  adverse  impacts  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation 
measures  would  be  necessary. 

Wastewater.  The  low-flow  conditions  under  the  No-Action  Alternative  would 
present  the  greatest  potential  for  impacts  to  the  WWTP  of  all  alternatives.  Based 
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on  a  preliminary  analysis,  the  foiiowing  potential  modifications  have  been 
suggested: 

.  Mitigate  septic  condition  in  iift  stations  by  suppiementing  with  non-potable 
water  or  using  a  hydrogen  peroxide  feed  system 

•  Replace  12-inch  transfer  pumps  at  treatment  piant  with  10-inch  pumps 

•  Remove  ciarifiers  artd  packed  towers  from  service 

•  Retain  oniy  one  trickling  fiiter  tower  and  one  nitrification  tower  in  operation. 

Solid  Waste.  No  adverse  effects  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation  measures 
would  be  necessary. 

Energy.  No  adverse  impacts  are  expected;  therefore,  no  mitigation  measures 
would  be  necessary. 

4.3  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS/HAZARDOUS  WASTE 

This  section  addresses  the  potential  impacts  of  existing  contaminated  sites  on 
the  various  reuse  options,  and  the  potential  for  environmental  impacts  caused  by 
hazardous  materials/waste  management  practices  associated  with  the  reuse 
options.  Hazardous  materials,  IRP  sites,  USTs,  above-ground  storage  tanks, 
asbestos,  pesticides  and  herbicides,  and  radon  will  be  discussed  within  this 
section.  PCB-contamtnated  equipment  and  biohazardous  waste  will  be  removed 
prior  to  closure. 

The  impact  assessment  is  based  on  the  application  of  explicit  regulatory 
standards  for  determining  hazardous  materials/waste  requirements  for  the 
Proposed  Action  and  the  alternatives.  The  following  criteria  were  used  to  identify 
the  potential  for  significant  impacts: 

•  Inadvertent  release  of  friable  asbestos  during  the  demolition  or 
modification  of  a  structure 

•  Generation  of  100  kilograms  (or  more)  of  hazardous  waste  or  1  kilogram 
(or  more)  of  an  acute  hazardous  waste  in  a  calendar  month,  resulting  in 
increased  regulatory  requirements 

•  New  operational  requirements  or  change  of  service  for  all  UST  and  tank 
systems 

•  Any  spill  or  release  of  a  reportable  quantity  of  a  hazardous  material 

•  Manufacturing  of  any  compound  that  results  in  the  requirement  of 
regulatory  notification  for  this  activity 

•  Exposure  of  the  environment  or  the  public  to  any  hazardous  material 
through  release  or  disposal  practices. 

4.3.1  Proposed  Action 

Hazardous  Materials  Management.  The  hazardous  materials  that  are  likely  to 
be  used  are  sumnvarized  In  Table  4.3-1 .  The  types  of  most  hazardous  materials 
used  under  the  Proposed  Action  would  be  similar  to  those  used  prior  to  base 
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Table  4.^-1.  Proposed  Action  Hazardous  Material  Usage 


Land  Use  Zones 

Operation  Process 

Hazardous  Materials 

Airfield 

Refueling/deicing 

Jet  fuel,  aviation  fuel,  propylene  glycol  and 
ethylene  glycd 

Aviation  Support 

Maintenance,  firefighting,  emergency 
response  training 

Fuel,  sdvents,  paints,  degreasers, 
corrosives,  heavy  metals,  reactives, 
thinners,  ignitables,  shipping  of  hazardous 
materials 

Education/Training 

Higher  education  pilot  training, 
automotive  training,  aviation-related 
technical  education 

Fuel,  Ignitables,  laboratory  waste,  solvents 

Medical 

Hospital,  dental  clinic,  child  care  center 

Medical  biohazardous  waste,  heating  oils, 
heavy  metals,  chemotherapeutic  and 
radidogical  sources 

Commercial 

Computer  center,  dry  cleaners, 
warehouse,  gas  station 

Fuels,  solvents,  corrosives,  ignitables, 
he?,  ng  oils,  waste  oils,  dry  cleaning  solvent 

Recreation/ 

Golf  course,  youth  center,  recreation 

Cle  's  and  sdvents,  pesticides. 

Open  Space 

lake,  recreation  facilities,  aircraft  display 
museum 

fun;.,  es,  herbicides,  aerosds,  heating 
oils,  lorine 

Residential 

Low  income  housing,  family  housing, 
club,  swimming  pod,  life  care  facility 

Pesticides,  herbicides,  waste  oils,  chlorine, 
househdd  waste 

Industrial 

Light  industrial 

Sdvents,  waste  oils,  heavy  metals, 
corrosives,  catalysts,  aerosds,  fuels, 
heatina  oils,  ordnance 

closure.  Current  aircraft  maintenance  training,  vehicle  and  fire  truck 
maintenance  training,  and  oil  analysis  training  utilize  types  of  hazardous 
materials  similar  to  those  of  the  proposed  aircraft  maintenance  facility.  The 
quantity  of  hazardous  materials  utilized  under  this  Proposed  Action  would  likely 
increase  over  closure  baseline  conditions.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  the 
amount  of  aviation-related  maintenance  would  Increase  greatly  over  the  existing 
conditions:  fuel  transportation  and  consumption  would  also  likely  increase. 

There  would  be  a  major  change  in  the  handling  of  hazardous  materials  under  the 
Proposed  Action.  Currently,  a  single  organization  (DOD)  manages  all  of  the 
hazardous  materials  used  by  the  base.  Under  the  Proposed  Action,  each 
organization  would  be  required  to  transport  and  manage  these  materials  under 
the  applicable  regulations.  Each  independent  user  would  be  required  to  comply 
with  SARA  Section  311,  Title  III,  concerning  community  right-to-know  and 
emergency  response  inventories.  There  may  no  longer  be  an  on-site 
organization  capable  of  responding  to  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste 
spills.  Additional  emergency  response  support  from  the  Village  of  Rantoul  may 
be  needed. 

Hazardous  Waste  Management  The  eight  proposed  land  use  zones  would 
host  many  operations  that  are  yet  to  be  determined.  This  section  describes  the 
types  of  hazardous  waste  that  may  be  used  in  these  land  use  zones.  Project 
description  plans  are  not  sufficiently  detailed  to  allow  the  estimation  of  specific 
quantities  and  all  possible  waste  streams. 
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The  Air  Force's  policy  of  centralizing  hazardous  waste  management, 
procurement,  storage,  and  disposal  would  be  replaced  by  separate,  independent 
generators  of  hazardous  waste.  Ail  applicable  regulations  concerning  hazardous 
waste  would  become  the  responsibility  of  the  new  generators.  This  would 
require  that  agencies  with  the  new  responsibilities  are  proficient  with  hazardous 
materials  and  waste  management  and  spill  responses.  Mutual  aid  agreements 
with  surrounding  communities  may  require  additional  scrutiny  and  additional 
training  of  emergency  staff. 

The  presence  of  numerous  independent  owner/operators  on  the  base  would 
change  the  regulatory  requirements  and  probably  lessen  the  regulatory  burden 
for  the  marta^^ment  of  hazardous  waste.  Many  of  the  new  independent 
operators  that  produce  hazardous  waste  may  become  conditionally  exempt, 
small-quantity  generators.  The  options  for  waste  minimization  and  recycling  may 
increase. 


Installation  Restoration  Program  SHes.  The  extent  of  contamination  at  all 
sites  has  yet  to  be  delineated  and  both  the  risk  assessments  and  remedial 
designs  are  yet  to  be  scheduled.  The  Air  Force  has  committed  in  the  MOU 
(Appendix  F)  among  the  Air  Force,  Illinois  EPA,  IDOT,  and  the  Village  of  Rantoul 
to  continue  the  IRP  activity  regardless  of  the  reuse  options. 


Conveyance  of  some  properties  from  the  Air  Force  may  be  delayed  as  a  result  of 
the  Air  Force's  remediation  efforts.  Ongoing  IRP  activities  at  Identified  IRP  sites 
may  affect  reuse  in  the  following  four  proposed  areas  (Figure  4.3-1): 

•  Airfield.  The  airfield  land  use  and  the  potential  extensions  and  expansions 
of  Runway  1 8  to  the  south  and/or  future  taxiway  needs  may  affect  the 
pending  capping  of  Landfill  Site  1  and  Fire  Protection  Training  Area  1. 

•  Industrial.  The  western  portion  of  the  proposed  Industrial  land  use  area  is 
situated  above  the  entire  Landfill  Site  3.  Capping  this  landfill  is  the  likely 
remedial  design  for  this  site.  The  structural  constraints  for  the  cap  design 
ntay  preclude  the  use  of  this  area  for  buildings  or  construction.  Property 
designed  impenrious  surfaces  that  allow  for  buildings  and  consider 
methane  generation  problems  may  permit  development  in  this  area  with 
regulatory  approval. 

•  Aviation  Support.  Development  of  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base, 
proposed  for  aviation  support,  may  be  in  conflict  with  portions  of  the  IRP 
processes.  This  area  is  underlain  by  Landfill  Site  4,  the  tank  sludge 
disposal  pit,  and  the  additional  IRP  sites  of  Buildings  922, 995, 51 ,  and  58. 
Cap  design  limitations  for  LarxJfiil  Site  4  may  present  structural  constraints 
to  development.  The  aviation  support  area  also  encompasses  the 
south-central  portion  of  the  base  and  would  include  the  areas  occupied  by 
the  current  Fire  Training  Area  2.  A  newly  designed  fire  training  pit  and  the 
remediation  of  existing  contamination  from  past  and  current  practices 
would  be  required  to  accomodate  the  fire  suppression  training  activities 
that  are  anticipated  for  this  area. 
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•  The  western  portion  of  the  aviation  support  area  adjacent  to  Heritage  Lake 
overlies  Landfill  Site  2  and  may  be  affected  by  this  site.  The  cap  design  for 
remediation  may  preclude  traffic  and  pedestrian  use.  Designs  that  meet 
groundwater  remediation  requirements  for  Landfill  Site  1  and  the  Fire 
Training  Area  1  may  be  located  in  these  downgradient  locations 
surrounding  Heritage  Lake. 


The  use  of  the  southeastern  portion  of  the  base  would  require  consideration  of 
the  monitoring  well  locations  and  the  limitations  of  future  use  of  the  area  pending 
regulatory  review  of  the  remedial  design  for  the  IRP  sites  (Table  4.3-2).  The 
regulatory  review  process  would  include  the  notification  to  the  FAA  concerning 
the  construction  and  locations  of  any  monitoring  wells. 


Table  4.3-2.  Potential  IRP  Site  Impacts  on  Reuse 


Proposed  Land 

IRP  Sites  of 

Proposed 

Potential  Reuse 

Use 

Coru:em 

Remediation 

Impacts 

Airfield 

Undfill  Site  1 

Cap  landfili 

Extension/expansion  for  runways/ 
taxiways  may  impact  the  remedial 
design 

Fire  Training  Area  1 

Unknown;  currently  urKler 
study 

Industrial 

Landfill  Site  3 

Cap  landfill 

Cap  design  Landfill  Site  3 

Groundwater  Is  down-gradient  for 
Landfill  Site  1,  Landfill  Site  2,  and 

Fire  Training  Area  1  (potential 
remedial  design  interference) 

Aviation  Support 

Fire  Training  Area  2 

Unknown;  currently  under 

Groundwater  is  downgradient  from 

study 

Landfill  Site  1 ,  Landfill  Site  2  and 

Fire  Training  Area  1  (potential 
remedial  design  interference) 

Landfill  Site  4 

Cap  landfill 

Landfill  Site  4  cap 

Tank  sludge  pit 

Excavate  pit 

Tank  sludge  pit  and  two  other 
possible  IRP  sites  (potential 
remedial  design  interference) 

Landffll  Site  2 

Cap  landfill 

Cap  design  limitations  for  Landfill 

Site  2 

Groundwater  is  down-gradient  from 
Landfill  Site  1,  Landfill  Site  2,  and 

Fire  Training  Area  1  (potential 
remedial  design  interference) 

Underground/Above-Ground  Storage  Tanks.  Both  above-ground  tanks  and 
USTs  would  be  required  for  air  flight  and  maintenance  operations  under  the 
Proposed  Action.  The  potential  for  fuel  spills  and  releases  would  be  addressed 
by  completing  a  Spill  Prevention  and  Countermeasures  Plan.  New  USTs  and 
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aboveground  storage  tanks  required  by  the  new  operators  would  have  to 
comply  with  local,  state,  and  federal  regulations  regarding  leak  detection,  spill 
and  overfill  protection,  and  liability  insurance.  Above-ground  fuel  storage  tanks 
that  do  not  support  reuse  activities  wUI  have  to  be  purged  to  preclude  fire 
hazards,  as  required  by  the  Illinois  Fire  Marshall.  A  small  above-ground  storage 
tank  would  have  to  be  removed  from  the  off-base  acquisition  area  for  the  aviation 
support  area.  The  closure  of  this  tank  should  conform  with  the  applicable  Illinois 
Fire  Marshall  regulations. 

Asbestos.  A  basewide  asbestos  survey  was  completed  in  December  1990.  This 
survey  was  designed  to  identify  structures,  asbestos  found  in  these  structures, 
and  approximate  costs  associated  with  asbestos  remedial  options.  A  report  on 
this  survey  is  anticipated  In  1991 .  Renovation  or  demolition  of  existing  structures 
containing  asbestos  materials  will  be  conducted  in  compliance  with  all  other 
applicable  federal,  state,  or  local  regulations.  For  the  majority  of  those 
structures,  implementing  effective  asbestos  management  would  preclude  any 
problems  with  friable  asbestos  exposure. 

Pesticides  and  Herbicides.  Pesticide  and  herbicide  usage  under  the  Proposed 
Action  would,  at  a  minimum,  continue  as  currently  practiced.  At  present,  the 
majority  of  pesticide,  herbicide,  and  fungicide  usage  at  Chanute  AFB  occurs  on 
the  golf  course;  this  usage  would  continue  as  a  recreational  land  use  under  the 
Proposed  Action.  Use  of  additional  open  spaces  and  Heritage  Park  landscaping 
requirements  would  lead  to  use  of  such  chemicals  in  these  areas  as  well. 

Maintenance  and  agricultural  use  of  the  areas  adjoining  the  runways  and 
encompassing  the  airfield  would  include  applications  of  pesticides,  fungicides, 
and  herbicides.  The  amount  these  substances  applied  in  the  residential  areas 
would  be  proportionate  to  population  increases. 

PCBs.  Because  the  PCB-contaminated  equipment  and/or  fluid  is  to  be  removed 
prior  to  base  closure,  there  will  not  be  any  impacts. 

Radon.  A  prior  survey  noted  one  residence  with  detectable  radon  levels.  An 
additional  radon  survey  to  identify  any  other  latent  problems  is  in  progress. 
Currently,  no  radon  exposure  guidelines  or  action  levels  have  been  established 
by  regulatory  agencies  for  buildings  other  than  schools  or  residences. 

Medical/Biohazardous  Waste.  Ail  of  these  materials  are  to  be  rendered 
non-infectious  or  removed  prior  to  closure.  As  a  result,  these  materials  will  not 
represent  an  Impact. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Chapman  Court  was  sunreyed  for  the  presence  of 
asbestos  containing  materials  (ACM).  It  was  estimated  that  3,325  cubic  yards  of 
ACM  could  be  subject  to  regulations  (U.S.  Air  Force,  1991a).  Asbestos  removal 
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resulting  from  the  Proposed  Action  and  disposal  of  Chapman  Court  would  create 
cumulative  impacts. 

MRigatlon  Measures.  A  cooperative  planning  body  for  hazardous  materials  and 
waste  could  be  established  with  agreement  among  the  individual  new  users.  The 
establishment  of  a  cooperative  planning  body  could  reduce  the  costs  of 
environmental  compliance  training,  waste  management,  and  mutual  spill 
response. 

The  Air  Force  has  committed  to  remediating  all  IRP  sites.  Active  coordination 
between  the  Air  Force’s  IRP  representative  and  new  construction  planning 
agencies  would  mitigate  potential  problems.  The  presence  of  IRP  sites  may  limit 
certain  land  uses  at  these  sites. 

Coordination  of  asbestos  removal  and  new  construction  or  renovation  actions 
would  mitigate  any  potential  asbestos  impacts.  Compliance  with  the  NESHAP 
would  mitigate  and  preclude  asbestos  exposure.  Potential  pesticide,  fungicide, 
and  herbicide  impacts  could  be  mitigated  through  compliance  with  the  FIFRA 
and  the  Illinois  Lawn  Care  Products  Application  and  Notice  Act.  Potential 
residential  radon  exposure  can  be  mitigated  through  both  management 
practices  and  modifications  to  existing  structures. 

4.3.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AHemative 

The  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 
differ  primarily  in  the  off-base  aviation  support  area  (new  maintenance  facility); 
the  other  eight  land  use  zones  are  the  same.  As  a  result,  all  of  the  effects 
identified  in  the  Proposed  Action  concerning  the  IRP  program  (Figure  4.3-2), 

UST,  asbestos,  pesticides  and  herbicides,  and  radon  would  be  the  same.  The 
amounts  of  hazardous  materials  used  and  of  hazardous  waste  generated  would 
be  lower  for  this  alternative  than  for  the  Proposed  Action,  because  there  would 
be  no  major  aircraft  maintenance  activities. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Asbestos  removal  resulting  from  this  alternative  and 
disposal  of  Chapman  Court  would  create  cumulative  Impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  The  same  mitigation  measures  discussed  for  the 
Proposed  Action  would  be  appropriate  for  activities  under  this  alternative. 

4.3.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative 

Hazardous  Material  Management  The  same  effects  as  discussed  under  the 
Proposed  Action  for  the  similar  identified  areas  apply  to  this  alternative.  The 
absence  of  aviation  traffic  and  maintenance  activities  may  reduce  the  amount  of 
hazardous  materials  managed  under  this  option.  Truck  maintenance  activities 
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would  use  hazardous  materials  similar  to  those  utilized  in  current  vehicle 
maintenance  training  prior  to  base  closure. 

Hazardous  Waste.  The  same  effects  discussed  under  the  Proposed  Action 
would  apply  to  this  alternative.  The  types  of  waste  generated  should  be  similar 
to  those  identified  for  the  Proposed  Action,  but  the  amounts  wouid  be  smaller 
because  there  would  be  no  aviation  maintenance  activities.  Truck  maintenance 
activities  may  generate  types  of  hazardous  waste  simiiar  to  those  generated  by 
the  aviation  maintenance  activity  in  the  Proposed  Action,  but  in  smaiier  amounts. 
Various  parties  would  be  responsible  for  managing  different  waste  streams  in  the 
identified  reuse  areas. 

Installation  Restoration  Program.  The  IRP  program  and  remediation 
requirements  may  constrain  the  land  uses  identified  in  this  non-aviation 
alternative  (Figure  4.3-3). 

The  agricultural  areas  are  underlain  by  Landfiil  Site  1,  Landfill  Site  4,  and  Fire 
Training  Area  1 .  Remedied  cap  design  limitations  and  treatment  options  may 
preclude  agricultural  uses  on  these  sites.  Institutional  (educational)  land  uses 
would  be  underlain  by  the  sludge  disposal  pit.  Remediai  designs  may  limit  use 
of  this  small  site.  In  addition,  the  educational  land  use  in  the  areas  occupied  by 
the  current  Fire  Training  Area  2  may  require  a  new  design  and  remediation  of  the 
current  fire  training  pit. 

Portions  of  the  recreational  use  areas  are  underlain  by  Landfiil  Site  2.  This 
recreational  use  may  partially  interfere  with  the  remedial  cap  design.  Extraction 
wells  may  be  placed  in  this  recreational  area  to  address  the  treatment 
requirements  for  Landfill  Site  1,  Landfill  Site  2,  and  Fire  Training  Area  1. 
Conveyance  of  portions  of  the  property  may  be  delayed  by  the  Air  Force's 
remedial  activities. 

Underground/ Above-Ground  Storage  Tanks.  USTs  required  by  new 
owners/operators  would  have  to  comply  with  local,  state,  and  federal  regulations 
regarding  leak  detection,  spill  and  overfill  protection,  and  liability  insurance. 
Above-ground  large  fuel  storage  tanks  that  do  not  support  reuse  activities  would 
have  to  be  purged  to  preclude  fire  hazards. 

Asbestos.  Implementing  effective  asbestos  management  would  preclude 
problems  with  friable  asbestos  exposure  in  the  existing  structures  and  units 
scheduled  for  demolition  or  renovation. 

Pesticides  and  Herbicides.  The  agricultural  use  of  several  sections  of  the  base 
would  entail  the  use  of  pesticides,  fungicides,  and  herbicides.  As  under  the 
Proposed  Action,  applicators  would  be  certified  and  licensed  by  the  state  to 
assure  proper  and  safe  handling  and  application  of  pesticides  and  herbicides. 
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PCBs.  Because  the  PCB-contaminated  equipment  and/or  fluid  is  to  be  removed 
prior  to  base  closure,  there  would  not  be  any  impacts. 

Radon.  The  majority  of  the  structures  that  have  been  tested  for  radon  have 
concentrations  below  the  minimum  levels.  Additional  information  is  needed  to 
assess  the  potential  problems  that  radon  may  pose  regarding  residential  reuse. 

Medical/Biohazardoua  Waste.  All  of  these  materials  are  to  be  rendered 
non-infectious  or  removed  prior  to  closure.  As  a  result,  these  materials  will  not 
represent  an  impact. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Asbestos  removal  resulting  from  this  alternative  and 
disposal  of  Chapman  Court  would  create  cumulative  impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Potential  impacts  from  hazardous  materials  and  waste 
management  could  be  mitigated  by  the  formation  of  a  cooperative  planning  and 
training  body  that  would  ensure  compliance  with  OSHA  and  RCRA  regulatory 
requirements.  Cooperative  spill  response  teams  could  mitigate  potential 
hazardous  materials  spills.  The  impacts  from  the  interaction  between  the  IRP 
program  and  new  construction  or  uses  of  these  sites  could  be  mitigated  by 
coordination  between  the  reuse  tenants  and  the  Air  Force’s  repre'^entative. 

4.3.4  No-Action  Alternative 

Hazardous  materials  and  waste  issues  would  be  limited  to  the  final  phases  of  the 
IRP  activities.  Under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  the  disposal  management  team 
would  be  required  to  manage  all  waste  generated  under  the  applicable 
regulations.  Painting  and  maintenance  would  be  the  primary  activities  that  would 
involve  hazardous  materials. 

Hazardous  Materials.  Hazardous  materials  would  be  utilized  in  preventive 
maintenance,  maintaining  the  grounds,  water  treatment,  and  regular 
maintenance  activities.  The  materials  used  would  include  pesticides,  herbicides, 
fuels,  waste  oils,  paints,  aixi  corrosives.  The  disposal  management  team  would 
be  responsible  for  hazardous  materials  handling  training  as  well  as  hazard 
communication  requirements  urxfer  OSHA  regulations. 

Hazardous  Waste.  With  the  exception  of  facilities  used  by  disposal 
management  team  personnel,  all  of  the  storage  and  satellite  accumulation  areas 
would  be  closed  before  base  closure.  The  DRMO  would  dispose  of  all  of  the 
waste  prior  to  closure.  The  small  amount  of  hazardous  waste  that  would  be 
generated  may  enable  the  disposal  management  team  to  become  an  exempt, 
smail-quantity  generator.  Ail  lEPA  regulations  would  apply. 

Installation  Restoration  Programs.  The  disposal  management  team  would 
support  the  utility  requirements  for  the  IRP  contractor  and  provide  the  security 
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for  the  areas  that  would  receive  closure  permits.  Ongoing  sampling  or 
pump-and-treat  remedial  designs  would  probably  remain  with  the  current 
contractor.  The  IRP  activity  would  proceed  along  the  same  management  line 
regardless  of  the  options  chosen. 

Underground/Above-Ground  Storage  Tanks.  All  USTs  will  be  removed  before 
base  closure.  The  risk  from  unnoticed  releases  precludes  leaving  products  in 
the  tanks.  Leaving  the  tanks  empty  would  lead  to  deterioration  and  degradation; 
removal  is  preferred.  The  above-ground,  large  fuel  storage  tanks  would  be 
purged  to  preclude  fire  hazards.  The  disposal  management  team  would  provide 
cathodic  protection,  repair,  and  maintenance  for  the  above-ground  storage  tanks 
arnj  piping. 

Asbestos.  The  impacts  from  the  No-Action  Alternative  would  be  minimal. 
Vacated  facilities  would  likely  be  boarded  up;  therefore,  asbestos  from 
deteriorated  ACM  would  not  be  released  to  the  atmosphere. 

Pesticides  and  Herbicides.  Under  the  No-Action  Aitemative,  the  grounds  and 
golf  course  would  be  maintained  in  such  a  manner  as  to  facilitate  economical 
resumption  of  use.  There  should  not  be  an  appreciable  Increase  in  the  use  of 
pesticides  and  herbicides.  Application  of  pesticides  and  herbicides  would  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  FIFRA  and  Illinois  state  regulations  to  assure 
the  proper  and  safe  handling  and  application  of  all  chemicals. 

PCBs.  Because  the  PCB  contaminated  equipment  and/or  fluid  Is  to  be  removed 
prior  to  base  closure,  there  would  not  be  any  impacts. 

Radon.  Without  use  of  the  residential  buildings  or  day-care  facilities,  the 
exposure  to  radon  is  expected  to  present  no  impacts. 

Medical/Biohazardoua  Waste.  All  of  these  materials  are  to  be  rendered 
non-infectious  or  removed  prior  to  closure.  As  a  result,  these  materials  will  not 
represent  an  impact. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Because  there  would  be  no  other  ongoing  project 
activities,  there  would  be  no  cumulative  impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  The  caretaker  would  be  responsible  for  the  basewide 
management  of  hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste.  Contingency  plans 
to  address  spill  response  would  be  less  extensive  than  those  required  for  the 
Proposed  Action  and  the  alternative  plans. 

4.4  NATURAL  ENVIRONMENT 

This  section  describes  the  potential  effects  on  the  natural  resources  of  geology 
and  soils,  water  resources,  noise,  biological  resources,  and  cultural  resources  in 
the  base  area  arvl  the  surrounding  region. 
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4.4.1  Geology  and  Soils 


This  section  describes  the  potential  effects  of  the  proposed  action  and  reuse 
aitematives  on  the  area  geology  and  soUs.  The  analysis  is  based  on  the  review 
of  published  literature.  The  soils  and  geology  will  be  affected  largely  during  the 
construction  phase,  when  local  soil  profiles  are  altered  and  regional  aggregate 
supplies  are  tapped.  After  construction,  soils  will  reniain  relatively  stable 
because  they  will  be  overlain  by  facilities  or  pavements,  or  will  be  managed 
following  SCS  recommendations,  I.e.,  providing  protective  covering  by 
revegetating  or  by  covering  with  mulch  or  other  material. 

4.4. 1.1  Proposed  Action.  Regional  effects  on  geology  and  soils  outside  the 
proposed  site  area  would  not  be  significant.  Use  of  sand  and  gravel  (e.g.,  for 
base  or  drain  construction  material)  from  the  very  large  deposits  several  miles 
north  of  Chanute  AFB  would  not  significantly  reduce  the  available  supply  of 
these  materials. 

Local  effects  on  geology  and  soils  would  result  primarily  from  construction 
activities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action,  including  the  gradin'  (cavation, 
and  recontouring  of  soils.  These  activities  could  alter  soil  profiles  and  slightly 
alter  the  local  topography. 

During  construction  operations,  removal  of  vegetative  cover  and  exposure  of  cut 
slopes  would  increase  erosion,  especially  by  water,  but  also  by  wind.  Because 
these  soils  are  generally  fragile  (U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  1982), 
preventative  measures  would  be  required  to  minimize  erosion  (see  Section 
3.4. 1 ).  Most  of  the  soils  that  would  be  affected  by  construction  activities  have 
been  disturbed  previously.  Undisturbed  soils  that  would  be  affected  include 
those  in  off-base  lands  subject  to  acquisition  and  in  isolated  areas  in  the 
southeast  part  of  the  base.  A  total  of  576  acres  of  prime  farmland  will  be 
converted  to  non-agricultuial  land  uses.  Table  4.4-1  lists  the  acreage  of  each  soil 
type  to  be  purchased  and  its  farmland  status. 


Table  4.4-1.  Soil  Type,  Acreage,  and  Status  of  Farmland  to  be  Converted 
Under  the  Proposed  Action 


Soil  Type 

Acreage  to 
be  Converted 

Farmland  Status 

Ambraw  silty  clay  loam 

6.8 

Prime  Farmland  where  drained 

Brenton  silt  loam;  0  to  3%  slopes 

42.7 

Prime  FarmlarxJ 

Dana  silt  loam;  2  to  5%  slopes 

48.1 

Prime  Farmland 

Drummer  silty  day  loam 

257.7 

Prime  Farmland  where  drained 

Odell  silt  loam;  0  to  3%  slopes 

8.7 

Prime  Farmland 

Parr  silt  loam;  2  to  5%  slopes 

17.3 

Prime  Farmland 

Raub  silt  loam;  0  to  3%  slopes 

194.7 

Prime  Farmland 

Total  Acreaoe 

576 

^oufS^TsrrsepaJttTwirsn^fisjiiufOM? 
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Soils  in  the  other  land  use  areas,  with  the  exception  of  institutional  areas,  would 
also  be  significantly  affected  by  construction  operations.  The  largest  affected 
area  would  be  in  the  off-base  aviation  support  area,  where  2.7  million  square  feet 
would  be  required  for  foundation  excavations  for  new  facilities  and  additiortal 
area  associated  with  construction  activities  for  related  parking  spaces,  roads, 
and  utilities.  The  next  largest  affected  soil  area  would  be  in  the  commercial  land 
use  area,  where  approximately  400,000  square  feet  could  be  disturbed  to 
provide  fouixlation  excavations  and  parking  space. 

Soils  in  the  airfield  area  would  be  significantly  affected  by  construction  activities, 
especially  in  the  acquired  areas.  Grading  would  be  required  for  new  runways, 
taxiways,  parking  aprons,  and  bordering  areas  to  ensure  that  effective  drainage 
is  provided  and  that  the  transition  in  grades  is  smooth  enough  for  aircraft 
operations.  Much  of  the  surface  soil  would  therefore  be  removed  and  replaced 
with  materials  (e.g.,  sand  and  gravel)  that  provide  improved  base  support  and 
drainage  characteristics. 

Portions  of  on-base  land  would  be  leased  for  farming  under  the  Proposed 
Action.  Of  the  300  acres  currently  leased,  which  includes  land  in  the  mnway 
area  and  in  the  southwest  comer  of  the  base,  some  would  continue  to  be  leased 
for  farming  and  the  rest  would  be  used  for  airfield  and  aviation  support  activities. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  No  cumulative  effects  on  soils  or  geological  resources 
from  other  projects  are  anticipated. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Comprehensive  mitigation  measures  would  have  to  be 
implemented  to  minimize  soH  erosion  by  water,  especially  during  the 
construction  phases  when  cut  slopes  are  exposed.  During  construction,  the 
length  of  time  that  vegetative  or  other  cover  Is  absent  would  be  minimized. 

When  cut  slopes  are  exposed,  any  of  the  following  measures  may  be  useful  in 
limiting  erosion: 

•  Protective  covering  with  mulch  or  other  material 

•  Diversion  dikes 

•  Interceptor  ditches 

•  Slope  drains  (corxluits) 

.  Water  velocity  control  devices. 

After  the  construction  phase,  erosion  would  be  controlled  by  keeping  soils  under 
vegetative  cover,  facilities,  or  pavements,  or  managing  soils  in  accordance  with 
SCS  recommendations.  In  addition,  aviation  development  would  follow  the 
provisions  of  FAA  circular  150/5370.10  (Federal  Aviation  Administration,  1990). 

4.4. 1.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Altemative.  Impacts  would 
be  identical  to  those  for  the  Proposed  Action,  with  the  exception  of  those  related 
to  the  off-base  aviation  support  area,  which  is  not  included  in  this  altemative. 
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Acquiring  the  off-base  area  for  airfield  expansion  will  result  in  conversion  of  231 
acres  of  prime  farmlarxl  to  non-agricultural  land  uses.  Table  4.4-2  summarizes 
the  acreage  of  each  son  type  to  be  converted  and  its  farmland  status. 


Table  4.4-2.  Soil  Type,  Acreage,  and  Status  of  Farmland  to  be  Converted 
Under  the  Minor  AirctafI  Maintenance  Operations  AKemative 


Soil  Type 

Acreage  to 
be  Converted 

Farmland  Status 

Ambraw  silty  clay  loam 

6.8 

Prime  Farmland  where  drained 

Brenton  silt  loam;  0  to  3%  slopes 

25.4 

Prime  Farmland 

Dana  silt  loam;  2  to  5%  slopes 

33.8 

Prime  Farmland 

Drummer  silty  clay  loam 

82.7 

Prime  Farmland  where  drained 

Parr  silt  loam;  2  to  5%  slopes 

17.3 

Prime  Farmland 

Raub  silt  loam;  0  to  3%  slopes 

65.0 

Prime  Farmland 

Total  Acreage 

HT 

Source:  U.S.  Department  of  Agricultura,  19S2. 


Cumulative  Impacts.  No  cumulative  effects  on  soils  or  geological  resources 
from  other  projects  are  anticipated. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Potential  mitigation  measures  would  be  similar  to  those 
discussed  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

4.4. 1.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative.  Impacts  would  be  similar  to  those  for  the 
Proposed  Action,  with  the  exception  of  the  impacts  related  to  the  off-base 
aviation  support  area,  which  is  not  included  in  this  alternative.  Under  this 
alternative,  the  existing  airfield  would  not  be  demolished;  therefore,  no  Impacts 
to  soils  or  geology  would  be  incurred  there.  However,  agricultural  land  uses  in 
the  open  areas  adjacent  to  the  existing  runway  would  have  to  be  managed  with 
SCS  recommended  practices. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  No  other  projects  are  anticipated  to  create  cumulative 
impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Potential  mitigation  measures  would  be  similar  to  those 
discussed  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

4.4. 1.4  No-Actlon  Alternative.  The  No-Actlon  Alternative  would  result  In  no 
major  new  impacts  to  the  soHs  and  geology  of  the  base  area  and  the 
surrounding  region.  The  construction  operations  associated  with  this  alternative 
would  be  minimal  and  restricted  to  maintenance-type  activities.  Land  in  the 
runway  area  and  in  the  southwest  comer  of  the  base  would  continue  to  be 
leased  for  farming. 
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4.4.2  Water  Resources 


The  following  sections  describe  the  potential  impacts  on  water  resources  from 
the  Proposed  Actions  and  reuse  alternatives.  The  recreational  lake,  golf  course 
ponds,  and  water-saturated  areas  wilt  not  be  affected  under  any  alternative.  The 
soil  profiles  would  be  altered  during  construction,  which  nuy  alter  water  flow 
patterns  temporarily. 

4.4.2. 1  Proposed  Action.  With  further  development  of  the  Kansan  aquifer, 
sufficient  quantities  of  water  are  available  for  a  two-fold  increase  in  the  area’s 
population.  The  quality  of  the  surface  and  groundwater  is  not  expected  to 
change  substantially.  The  Governor  of  Illinois  has  provided  a  letter  (Appendix  E) 
indicating  that  the  project  will  be  located,  designed,  constructed,  and  operated  in 
compliance  with  applicable  water  quality  standards. 

The  northernmost  section  of  Sait  Fork  Creek,  in  the  off-base  area  to  be  acquired, 
flows  through  the  runway  protection  zone  associated  with  the  proposed 
east-west  runway  extension.  The  detailed  airport  design  is  not  expected  to 
require  modification  of  the  creek  or  lands  near  the  creek  in  this  area. 

Soils  in  the  airfield  area  will  be  compacted  during  construction  operations  to  give 
the  soil  more  uniform,  predictable  engineering  characteristics.  Additiortally,  soil 
bulk  densities  will  increase  with  the  handling  and  consequent  settling  and 
fragmentation  of  natural  aggregates.  As  a  result,  surface  water  and  near-surface 
groundwater  flow  would  be  significantly  affected  in  the  airfield  area.  Row  would 
be  affected  by  grading,  subgrade  compaction,  and  substitution  of  improved 
drainage/support  materials  (e.g.,  sand  and  gravel,  or  crushed  rock)  for  upper  son 
layers.  Drainage  patterns  would  be  altered  to  divert  water  away  from  critical 
areas  on  or  near  the  runway.  The  acquired  area  would  be  most  affected  by 
these  types  of  construction  activities.  Stormwater  discharge  (non-point  source) 
from  the  airfield  may  contain  deicing  solutions  and  waste  oils,  which  could 
degrade  surface  water  and  groundwater. 

Surface  water  arxJ  near-surface  groundwater  flow  would  also  be  affected  in  other 
land  use  areas.  As  with  the  soils  Impacts,  the  largest  area  affected  would  be  in 
the  acquired  aviation  support  area.  The  significant  Increase  in  covered  or 
compacted  soil  areas  would  increase  surface  runoff.  Grading  and  altering  of  soil 
profiles,  e.g.,  with  substitution  of  improved  drainage  materials,  would  affect 
patterns  of  surface  water  and  near-surface  groundwater  flow.  Ponding  may 
occur  in  new  areas,  because  the  high  water  table,  low  permeability,  and  limited 
hydraulic  gradient  make  the  site  very  sensitive  to  changes  In  water  flow  patterns. 
Construction  activities  in  agricultural  areas  on  and  off  base  could  potentially 
damage  subsurface  tUe  drainage  systems.  Damage  to  these  systems  could 
result  in  upstream  ponding  in  fields  and  decreases  in  crop  yield  to  owners  of 
adjacent  agricultural  land. 
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Cumulative  Impacts.  No  other  projects  are  anticipated  to  create  cumulative 
impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  To  minimize  ponding  in  new  areas,  construction  designs 
for  the  site  would  require  consideration  of  impacts  on  adjacent  areas.  Before 
construction  design,  a  MUDS-type  study  will  be  completed  to  Identify  potential 
water  drainage  problems.  Any  required  mitigation  measures  would  be 
incorporated  into  the  design  and  construction  of  new  facilities.  These  designs 
would  also  include  measures  to  assure  proper  subsurface  tile  drainage  for 
adjacent  farmlands  in  the  areas  to  be  acquired.  The  project  would  be  subject  to 
the  NPDES  permit  system  for  storm  water  discharges  during  the  construction 
period  and  for  the  airfield.  This  provision  is  contained  in  the  NPDES  Permit 
Application  Regulations  for  Storm  Water  Discharges  issued  by  the  EPA  as  final 
rule  on  16  November  1990.  This  permit  is  required  for  eUl  construction  activities 
that  would  disturb  more  than  5  acres  and  for  major  transportation  facilities  that 
have  vehicle  maintenance  areas,  equipment  cleaning  areas,  and  airports  with 
deicing  areas. 

4.4.2.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative.  The  quantity  of 
groundwater  extracted  under  this  alternative  would  be  less  than  that  required  for 
the  Proposed  Action  and,  thus,  would  not  create  any  adverse  affects.  Effects  are 
expected  to  be  identical  to  those  for  the  Proposed  Action,  with  the  exception  of 
effects  related  to  the  off-base  aviation  support  area,  which  would  not  be  acquired 
urxler  this  alternative. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  No  c^her  projects  are  anticipated  to  create  cumulative 
impacts. 

Mitigation  Measures.  The  same  mitigation  measures  as  discussed  for  the 
Proposed  Action  would  be  applicable  for  this  alternative. 

4.4.2.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative.  Under  this  alternative,  the  estimated  area 
population  is  considered  to  be  lower  than  that  for  the  previous  aviation-related 
alternatives,  thus  reducing  the  amourrt  of  groundwater  being  withdrawn.  Effects 
associated  with  this  alternative  would  be  positive  changes  in  surface  and 
groundwater  quality.  With  reduced  operations,  the  inflow  of  new  hazardous 
materials  would  be  reduced  and  the  reduced  volumes  of  wastewater  generated 
should  result  In  lower  fecal  coliform  counts  in  Salt  Fork  Creek. 

Effects  to  surface  water  and  near-surface  ground  water  flows  are  expected  to  be 
reduced  compared  to  those  of  the  Proposed  Action  because  there  will  be  little 
construction,  demolition,  arxJ  renovation.  In  addition,  the  existing  runways 
would  remain  intact  and,  therefore,  there  would  be  no  change  in  existing 
drainage  patterns. 
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Cumulative  Impacts.  No  other  projects  are  anticipated  to  create  cumuiative 
impacts  to  water  resources. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures  are  not  necessary  because  no 
impacts  are  anticipated. 

4.4.2.4  No-Action  AKemative.  This  alternative  wouid  result  in  positive  changes 
in  surface  and  groundwater  quality.  With  very  limited  operations,  inflow  of  new 
hazardous  materials  wouid  be  reduced.  The  fecal  coliform  count  in  Salt  Fork 
Creek  should  drop  because  of  the  reduced  volumes  of  wastewater  leaking  into 
the  stormwater  drainage  system. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  No  other  projects  are  anticipated  to  create  cumulative 
impacts  to  water  resources. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures  are  not  necessary  because  no 
impacts  are  anticipated. 

4.4.3  Air  Quality 

Air  quality  impacts  could  occur  during  construction  and  operations  associated 
with  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives  at  Chanute  AFB.  Construction-related 
impacts  could  result  from  fugitive  dust  (particulate  matter)  and  construction 
equipment  emissions  intermittently  over  a  period  of  20  years  or  more. 
Operational  impacts  could  occur  from:  (1)  mobile  sources  such  as  aircraft, 
aircraft  operation  support  equipment,  commercial  transport  vehicles,  and 
personnel  vehicles;  (2)  point  sources  such  as  heating  plants,  generators, 
incinerators,  and  storage  tanks;  and  (3)  secondary  emission  sources  associated 
with  general  population  increase,  such  as  residential  heating.  Under  FAA 
guidelines,  an  air  quality  analysis  of  these  potential  impacts  is  required  only  if  the 
Proposed  Action  were  going  to  be  (1)  a  commercial  service  airport  with  more 
than  1.3  million  passengers  and  more  than  180,000  general  operations  forecast 
annually,  or  (2)  a  general  aviation  airport  with  more  than  180,000  operations 
forecast  annually.  Nonetheless,  the  following  analysis  is  provided  for 
informational  purposes  and  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  NEPA.  The  methods 
and  assumptions  used  in  the  air  quality  analysis  to  determine  project  compliance 
with  existing  regulations  are  described  in  the  following  sections. 

The  methods  selected  to  analyze  impacts  depend  upon  the  type  of  air  emission 
source  being  examined.  The  primary  emission  source  categories  associated 
with  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  alternatives  Include  construction,  aircraft, 
vehicles,  point  sources,  and  indirect  source  emissions  reiated  to  popuiation 
increase.  Because  construction  phase  emissions  are  generaiiy  considered 
temporary  and  not  subject  to  air  quality  regulation,  anaiysis  is  limited  to 
estimating  the  amount  of  uncontrolled  fugitive  dust  that  may  be  emitted  from 
disturbed  areas.  Analysis  for  vehicle,  point  source,  and  Irxlirect  source 
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emissions  consists  of  quantifying  and  comparing  the  emissions  under  preciosure 
and  closure  conditions  to  the  emissions  generated  by  the  proposed  or 
alternative  actions.  The  amount  of  change  is  used  to  estimate  the  potential  effect 
on  air  quality.  The  ambient  effects  of  aircraft  emissions  are  analyzed  by 
modeling,  because  this  category  represents  a  new  source  of  emissions  in  the 
Chanute  AFB  area.  The  Industrial  Source  Complex  Short-Term  (ISCST)  model  is 
used  to  simulate  the  dispersion  of  emissions  from  aircraft  artd  aircraft  operation 
equipment  within  the  hangar,  taxiway,  and  runway  airspaces  (U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  1987). 

The  following  assumptions  were  made  in  estimating  the  effects  of  the  Proposed 
Action  and  alternatives: 

•  The  future  base  emission  inventory  is  assumed  to  be  equivalent  to  the 
preclosure  base  inventory  multiplied  by  the  ratio  of  the  future  base 
population  to  the  preciosure  base  population  (with  the  exception  of  aircraft 
emissions  and  aircraft  support  operation  emissions,  which  are  calculated 
and  added  in  separately) 

•  Emissions  from  equipment  used  to  support  aircraft  operations  are 
assumed  to  be  equh^ent  to  the  support  operation  emissions  from  an 
existing  airfield  multiplied  by  the  ratio  of  the  Proposed  Action  landing  and 
take-off  (LTO)  cycles  to  the  number  of  LTO  cycles  at  the  existing  airfield 

•  Ambient  air  quality  background  in  the  Chanute  AFB  area  is  assumed  to  be 
represented  by  air  quality  data  measured  in  the  more  heavily  populated 
Champaign  area. 

4.4.3. 1  Proposed  Action.  The  effects  of  the  Proposed  Action  on  regional  and 
local  air  quality  are  not  expected  to  result  in  the  violation  of  any  NAAQS  or 
lAAQS.  The  Governor  of  Illinois  has  provided  a  letter  (Appendix  E)  indicating 
that  the  project  will  be  located,  designed,  constructed,  and  operated  in 
compliance  with  applicable  air  quality  standards. 

Estimated  emissions  of  the  Proposed  Action  are  presented  in  Table  4.4-3.  The 
estimates  of  aircraft  emissions  are  based  on  EPA  aircraft  emission  factors  (U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1985b). 

Construction.  Fugitive  dust  and  combustive  emissions  would  be  generated 
during  construction  actMtIes  associated  with  airfield,  aviation  support,  irtdustrial, 
and  commercial  land  uses.  These  emissions  would  be  greatest  during  site 
clearing  and  grading  activities.  Uncontrolled  fugitive  dust  (particulate  matter) 
from  ground-disturbing  activities  would  be  emitted  at  a  rate  of  approximately 
1.2  tons/acre-month  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1985a).  The  PMio 
fraction  of  the  total  fugitive  dust  emissions  is  assumed  to  be  50  percent,  or 
0.6  ton/acre-month. 

Construction  of  runway  extensions  and  resurfacing  of  the  existing  runways 
would  peak  in  1992.  Demolition  and  renovation  of  buildings  in  the  aviation 
support  and  commercial  land  use  areas  is  anticipated  to  occur  sporadically  as 
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Table  4.4-3.  Proposed  Action  Emission  Inventory  for  Chanute  AFB  and  Champaign  County 

(Tons/Year) 


Source  Cateoorv 

.  CO 

THC 

NOx 

SO2 

PM 

Chanute  AFB^*' 

Incinerators 

_ 

_ 

0.01 

0.02 

Fire  Schod  practice  burns 

394.0 

282.5 

2.9 

0.2 

90.9 

Emergency  generators 

24.0 

1.5 

0.5 

0.05 

0.03 

Natural  gas-fired  heating 

7.3 

0.3 

1.8 

0.03 

0.2 

plant 

Coal-fired  heating  plant 

115.1 

2.0 

143.8 

748.1 

460.4 

Natural  gas-fired  heaters 

3.9 

1.5 

19.4 

0.1 

0.9 

Fuel  oil-fired  heaters 

0.7 

0.3 

2.5 

20.3 

0.3 

Surface  coatings 

- 

163.8 

— 

— 

- 

Aerospace  ground 

1.6 

1.3 

0.1 

0.01 

0.1 

equip^nt 

Fuel  storage  and  transfer 

_ 

18.6 

Personal  vehides 

730.3 

81.6 

73.0 

11.8 

30.0 

Wood  dust 

— 

— 

— 

— 

4.2 

Aircraft^^ 

296.6 

60.6 

69.3 

7.2 

1.0 

Aircraft  ground  operations 

2.7 

1.2 

3.3 

0.3 

0.2 

Subtotal 

1,576.2 

615.2 

316.6 

788.1 

588.3 

Champaign  County^^^ 

407.8 

2,281.7 

2,682.2 

4,590.4 

1,724.0 

Personal  vehides 

10,286.3 

1,148.8 

1,028.5 

165.9 

423.1 

Total  Champaign  County 

12,270.3 

4,045.7 

4,027.3 

5,544.4 

2,735.4 

layT™'™^!7t!nK^x3pt!or^fTircra?n3!nircraftgroun^peratIon8^KTi!88lonMJnS85Jof^aSnfomTaBI^!^y3rn*^i* 
ratio  of  yaar  2014  Proposed  Action  base  population  to  year  1988  base  population. 


(b) .  Emissions  are  based  on  projected  types  of  aircraft  and  estimated  frequency  of  flight  operations  for  each  type  of 

aircraft  in  year  2014.  See  Appendix  I  for  detailed  calculations. 

(c) .  Emissions  are  based  on  data  from  Table  3  4-3  times  the  ratio  of  year  2014  county  population  to  year  1988  county 

population. 


needed  through  the  year  2014.  Construction  of  a  new  baffled  firing  range  in  the 
industriai  iand  use  area  could  be  completed  within  10  years  of  closure.  It  is 
estimated  that  the  maximum  amount  of  land  area  that  would  be  disturbed  at  any 
one  time  as  a  result  of  these  construction  activities  is  25  acres.  The  maximum 
unmitigated  amount  of  particulate  matter  emissions  would  therefore  be  30  tons 
per  month  (15  tons  per  month  of  PMio).  The  impact  of  these  emissions  would 
cause  elevated  short-term  concentrations  of  particulates  at  receptors  dose  to 
the  construction  area.  However,  tne  elevated  concentrations  would  be  a 
temporary  effect  that  would  fall  off  rapidly  with  distance  from  the  constructbn 
area. 

Operation.  Estimated  annual  emissions  from  vehide,  point,  and  indirect 
sources  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  were  added  to  Champaign  County 
emissions,  as  shown  in  Table  4.4-3  for  the  year  2014.  That  year  represents  full 
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implementation  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  maximum  emissions.  These 
emissions  are  compared  to  predosure  and  closure  annual  emissions  in 
Table  4.4-4  to  determine  the  potential  change  in  air  quality.  The  Proposed 
Action  would  increase  the  total  county  emission  inventory  by  12  to  28  percent 
over  the  amount  of  emissior^  that  would  occur  under  closure  conditions  in  1993. 
However,  these  emissions  would  represent  an  increase  of  only  over  6  to 
8  percent  over  the  inventory  that  existed  during  preclosure  conditions  in  1988. 
The  good  background  air  quality  conditions  of  1988  would  therefore  be 
degraded  only  slightly  by  the  Proposed  Action. 


Table  4.4-4.  Comparison  of  Proposed  Action  Emissions  to 
Preclosure  and  Closure  Emission  Inventories  for  Champaign  County 


Emissions  (tons/year) 

Proposed  Action 

Percent  Change 

Pollutant 

Predosure 

Closure 

(tons/year) 

Predosure 

Closure 

CO 

11,387 

10,307 

12,270 

7.8 

19.0 

THC 

3,777 

3,299 

4,046 

7.1 

22.6 

NOx 

3,778 

3,596 

4,027 

6.6 

12.0 

SO2 

5,247 

4,705 

5,544 

5.7 

17.8 

PM 

2.575 

2.144 

b.2 

27.6  . 

Emissions  from  aviation  activities  associated  with  the  reuse  of  Chanute  APB  are 
based  on  the  types  of  aircraft  In  operation,  the  annual  number  of  aircraft  LTO 
cycles,  and  aircraft  maintenance  and  ground  operation  activities.  Annual  aircraft 
operations  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  aircraft  maintenance  and  air 
cargo  uses  are  shown  In  Table  2.2-2.  Aircraft  emission  calculations  are  in 
Appendix  1. 

The  results  of  the  Impact  analysis  show  that  for  a  worst-case  aircraft  operation 
scenario  in  the  year  2014,  the  following  maximum  1  -hour  ambient  pollutant 
concentrations  would  be  produced  at  receptors  located  along  the  northern  and 
eastern  boundaries  of  the  base  property:  1 ,159  of  CO,  415  A<g/m^  of  THC, 

131  ft^xx?  of  NO2, 21  hqIxx?  of  SO2, 4.2^g/m®  of  TSP,  and  2.1  ^g/m®  of  PM10. 
EPA  conversion  factors  are  used  to  convert  the  1  -hour  impacts  to  conservative 
screening-level  estimates  of  longer  averaging  period  concentrations  (U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1977).  The  actual  long-term  average  would 
lower  than  the  values  produced  by  the  conversion  factor.  However,  even  with 
the  addition  of  background  pollutant  levels  to  these  estimated  project  impacts, 
the  total  impacts  would  remain  below  the  NAAQS  and  lAAQS.  Because  the  year 
2014  presents  the  worst-case  scenario  in  terms  of  number  of  annual  aircraft 
operations  and  maximum  number  of  takeoffs  per  hour,  effects  in  other  years  of 
the  Proposed  Action  would  be  lower.  A  summary  of  the  impact  analysis  is 
presented  In  Table  4.4-5.  DetaRed  calculations  used  for  the  nKxlel  runs  are 
contained  in  Appendix  I. 
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Table  4.4-5.  Air  Quality  Modeling  Reaulta  for  the  Propoaed  Action 


Pollutant 

Averaging 

Time 

Project 

Impact 

fr<g/m®) 

Background 

Concentration(a) 

Total 

Concentration 

(«g/m®) 

NAAQSfb) 

(uQ/rrn 

Percent  of 
NAAQS 

CO 

8-hour 

812 

5,000 

5,812 

10,000 

58.2 

1-hour 

1,159 

20,000 

21,159 

40,000 

52.9 

NO2 

Annual 

13 

50 

63 

100 

63.0 

SO2 

Annual 

2 

12 

14 

80 

17.5 

24-hour 

8 

74 

82 

365 

22.5 

3-hour 

19 

167 

186 

1,300 

14.3 

PM10 

Annual 

0.2 

26 

26.2 

50 

52.4 

24-hour 

0.8 

78 

78.8 

150 

52.5 

(a) .  S02  and  PMio  background  concantrationa  obtained  from  poNutant  data  monitored  at  the  lEPA  tutlon  In  Champaign, 

Hllnola  (see  Table  3.4-2).  Conversion  from  ppm  to  ^g/m^  based  on  standard  conditions  of  70  deg.  F  and  14.7psi  absolute. 
Because  Champaign  County  is  a  dean  air  area  for  CO  arxl  NOa.  these  pollutants  are  not  monitored  within  the  county. 
Conaen/ative  background  concentrations  equai  to  SO  percent  of  the  NAAQS  were  therefore  asaumed.  Actuai 
background  concentrations  would  most  likely  be  lower. 

(b) .  The  lAAOS  used  to  regulate  air  quality  Impacts  In  Illinois  are  equivalent  to  the  NAAOS. 


The  analysis  described  above  determined  that  1  -hour  concentrations  of  Oa 
precursors  (photochemicaily  reactive  compounds,  which  are  NOa  and 
approximately  95  percent  of  the  THC)  would  increase  somewhat  as  a  result  of 
project  sources.  However,  even  under  favorable  conditions,  several  hours  are 
required  to  convert  O3  precursors  to  O3  in  the  atmosphere.  Therefore,  given  this 
extended  residence  time  requirement  in  the  atmosphere,  project  emissions  of  O3 
precursors  would  tend  to  be  weH  dispersed  and  would  not  be  expected  to 
substantially  contribute  to  an  increase  in  ambient  concentrations  of  O3. 
Champaign  County  Is  currently  in  attainment  of  the  O3  standards,  and  emissions 
from  the  Proposed  Action  would  not  be  sufficient  to  cause  a  change  in  this  status. 

Cumulative  Impact.  The  only  other  project  currently  planned  for  the  Chanute 
AFB  area  that  would  have  a  potential  cumulative  air  quality  impact  with  the 
Proposed  Action  is  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  the  Chapman  Court  Military  Famly 
Housing  Area.  Air  quality  Impacts  from  this  project  would  primarily  result  from 
the  release  of  particulate  matter  during  the  denxsiitlon,  site  preparation,  and 
construction  phases  of  the  action.  Some  operational  impacts  would  also  result 
from  emissions  from  mobile  sources,  commercial  transport  vehicles,  and 
personnel  vehicles.  However,  these  Impacts  would  be  minimal,  similar  to  those 
in  existing  residential  and  commercial  areas.  Because  construction  of  the 
Chapman  Court  project  would  probably  be  phased,  the  cumulative  impact  of 
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emissions  from  the  project  with  emissiorts  from  the  Proposed  Action  would  not 
be  sufficient  to  cause  a  chartge  in  the  attainment  status  of  the  area. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Air  quality  impacts  during  construction  would  occur  from 
(1)  fugitive  dust  emissions  from  ground-disturbing  activities  and  (2)  combustive 
emissions  from  construction  equipment.  Vigorous  water  application  during 
ground-disturbing  activities  would  mitigate  fugitive  dust  emissions  by  at  least 
50  percent  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1985a).  Decreasing  the  time 
during  which  newly  graded  sites  are  exposed  to  the  elements  would  further 
mitigate  fugitive  dust  emissions.  Combustive  emission  impacts  could  be 
mitigated  by  efficient  scheduling  and  use  of  equipment,  implementing  a  phased 
construction  schedule  to  reduce  the  number  of  units  operating  simultaneously, 
aixJ  performing  regular  vehicle  engine  maintenance.  Implementation  of  these 
measures  would  substantially  reduce  air  quality  effects  from  construction 
activities  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action.  In  addition,  all  aviation 
development  would  follow  the  provisions  of  FAA  Advisory  Circular  150/5370.10 
(Federal  Aviation  Administration,  1990). 

No  major  impacts  on  air  quality  would  occur  as  a  result  of  operations  associated 
with  the  Proposed  Action.  Air  quality  operational  mitigation  measures  are 
therefore  not  necessary. 

4.4.3.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative.  The  only 
difference  between  this  alternative  and  the  Proposed  Action  is  the  size  of  the 
aircraft  maintenance  operations.  The  reduced  size  of  the  aircraft  maintenance 
operations  would  result  in  fewer  aircraft  and  population-related  air  quality  effects. 

Construction.  Construction  effects  from  this  alternative  would  be  lower  than 
those  from  the  Proposed  Action.  Under  this  alternative,  off-base  property  would 
not  be  acquired  for  the  aviation  support  land  use  area.  It  is  therefore  estimated 
that  a  maximum  of  20  acres  would  be  disturbed  at  any  one  time  as  a  result  of 
construction  activities,  producing  unmitigated  particulate  matter  emissions  of 
approximately  24  tons  per  month  (12  tons  per  month  of  PMio).  The  Impact  of 
these  emissions  would  cause  elevated  short-term  concentrations  of  particulates 
at  receptors  close  to  the  construction  areas.  However,  the  elevated 
concentrations  would  be  a  temporary  effect  that  would  fall  off  rapidly  with 
distance  from  the  construction  area. 

Operation.  Base  emissions  associated  with  this  alternative  would  be  reduced 
somewhat  from  the  emissions  shown  in  Table  4.4-3  for  the  Proposed  Action 
because  of  the  reduction  in  air  traffic  and  population.  Emissions  from  this 
alterrtative  are  presented  in  Table  4.4-6  for  the  year  2014. 
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Table  4.4^.  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operationa  AKemative  Emisaion  Inventory  for  Chanute 

AFB  and  Champaign  County  (Tons/Year) 


Source  Category 

CO 

THC 

NOx 

SO2 

PM10 

Chanute  AFB^*^ 

Incinerators 

- 

- 

0.01 

- 

0.01 

Fire  School  practice  burns 

244.4 

175.2 

1.8 

0.1 

56.4 

Emergency  generators 

14.9 

0.9 

0.3 

0.03 

0.02 

Natural  gas-fired  heating 
plant 

4.5 

0.2 

1.1 

0.02 

0.1 

Coal-fired  heating  plant 

71.4 

1.2 

89.2 

464.1 

285.6 

Natural  gas-fired  heaters 

2.4 

0.9 

12.0 

0.1 

0.6 

Fuel  oil-fired  heaters 

0.4 

0.2 

1.6 

12.6 

0.2 

Surface  coatings 

- 

101.6 

- 

- 

- 

Aerospace  ground 
equipment 

1.0 

0.8 

0.1 

0.01 

0.1 

Fuel  storage  and  transfer 

- 

11.5 

- 

- 

- 

Personal  vehides 

453.1 

50.6 

45.3 

7.3 

18.6 

Wood  dust 

— 

— 

— 

— 

2.6 

Aircraft^^* 

240.5 

41.4 

39.2 

4.3 

0.34 

Aircraft  ground  operations 

2.4 

1.1 

3.1 

0.3 

0.2 

Subtotal 

1,035.0 

385.6 

193.7 

488.9 

364.8 

Champaign  County^®^ 

407.8 

2,281.7 

2,682.2 

4,590.4 

1,724.0 

Personal  vehicles 

10,286.3 

1,148.8 

1,028.5 

165.9 

423.1 

Total  Champaign  County 

11,729.1 

3,816.1 

3,904.4 

5,245.2 

2,511.9 

(i)  With  tti«  axMption  of  aircraft  and  aircraft  ground  operation*,  wniMion*  art  based  on  data  from  Tab(«  3.4-3  timM  th* 
ratio  of  yaar  2014  MAMO  attamativo  baaa  population  to  yaar  1968  t>aa#  population. 


(b)  Emiationa  ara  baaad  on  projactad  typaa  of  aircraft  artd  aatimatad  fraquaiKy  of  flight  oparationa  for  aach  typa  of 
aircraft  in  yaar  2014.  Sea  Appendix  I  for  datailad  caicuiationt. 

(c)  Emiaaiona  arc  baaad  on  data  from  TabI#  3.4-3  timaa  tha  ratio  of  yaar  2014  county  population  to  yaar  1988  county 
population. 


These  emissions  are  compared  to  the  predosure  and  ciosure  emissions  in 
Tabie  4.4-7  to  determine  the  potential  change  in  air  quality.  Emissions 
associated  with  this  alternative  wouid  increase  the  county  emission  inventory  by 
9  to  1 7  percent  over  the  amounts  that  wouid  occur  under  base  ciosure 
conditions  in  1993.  The  increases  wouid  be  approximateiy  3  percent  over  the 
preclosure  corxlitions  that  existed  In  1988.  In  fact,  emissions  of  particulate 
matter  could  be  even  lower  than  during  predosure  conditions.  The  good  air 
quality  background  conditions  of  1988  would  therefore  be  degraded  only  slightly 
by  emission  of  pollutants  other  than  PMio  from  this  alternative. 
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Tabl0  4.4-7.  Comparison  of  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Emissions  to 
Preclosure  and  Closure  Emission  Inventories  for  Champaign  County 


Pollutant 

Emissions  (tons/year) 
Preclosure  Closure 

Alternative 

ftons/vear) 

Percent  Changes 
Preclosure  Closure 

CO 

11,387 

10,307 

11,729 

3.0 

13.8 

THC 

3,777 

3,299 

3,816 

1.0 

15.7 

NOx 

3.778 

3,596 

3,904 

3.3 

8.6 

SO2 

5,247 

4,705 

5,245 

11.5 

PM 

2.575 

2,144 

2,512 

-2.4 

17.2 

Air  quality  effects  from  aircraft  and  aircraft-related  operations  associated  with  this 
alternative  were  assessed  by  use  of  the  ISCST  model.  The  results  of  the 
modeling  analysis  indicate  that  the  following  worst-case  1  -hour  ambient  pollutant 
concentrations  would  be  produced  in  the  year  2014  at  receptors  located  along 
the  northern  and  eastern  boundaries  of  the  base  property;  991  hqIvt?  of  CO,  372 
/^g/m^ofTHC,  109//g/m^of  NO2, 16;ig/m^of  SO2, 2.2/ig/m^  of  TSP,  and  1.1 
figltr?  of  PM10.  EPA  conversion  factors  are  used  to  convert  the  1  -hour  impacts 
to  conservative  screening-level  estimates  of  longer  averaging  period 
concentrations  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1977). 

Even  with  the  addition  of  background  pollutant  levels  to  the  estimated  project 
impacts,  the  total  impacts  would  remain  below  the  NAAQS  and  lAAQS.  The  year 
2014  represents  the  worst-case  scenario  in  terms  of  number  of  annual  aircraft 
operations  and  maximum  number  of  takeoffs  per  hour;  effects  in  other  years  of 
this  alternative  would  be  lower.  A  summary  of  the  impact  analysis  is  presented  in 
Table  4.4-8.  Detailed  calculations  used  for  the  model  runs  are  contained  in 
Appendix  I. 

Cumulative  Impact.  The  only  other  project  currently  planned  for  the  Chanute 
AFB  area  that  would  have  a  potential  cumulative  air  quality  impact  with  the  Minor 
Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  is  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  the 
Chapman  Court  Military  Family  Housing  Area.  Cumulative  air  quality  impacts 
would  be  similar  to  those  described  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

MHIgation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures  that  could  be  applied  during 
construction  to  reduce  fugitive  dust  and  combustive  emissions  are  the  same  as 
those  previously  recommended  for  the  Proposed  Action.  No  major  impacts  on 
air  quality  would  occur  as  a  result  of  operation  of  the  minor  maintenance 
alternative.  Air  quality  operational  mitigation  measures  are.  therefore,  not 
necessary. 

4.4.3.3  Non-Aviation  AHemative.  This  alternative  includes  only  non-aviation 
land  uses.  There  would  be  no  emissions  associated  with  aircraft-related  ground 
or  aircraft  operations.  There  would  be  less  construction  activity  than  for  the 
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Table  4.4-8.  Air  Quality  Modeling  ResuKa  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Operations  Alternative  at  Chanute  AFB 


Pollutant 

Averaging 

Time 

Project 

Impact 

(fiO/m^ 

Background 

Concentration^"^ 

(uQ/trh 

Total 

Concentration 

NAAQS^^ 

Percent  of 
NAAQS 

CO 

8-hour 

694 

5,000 

5,694 

10,000 

56.9 

1  -hour 

991 

20.000 

20,991 

40,000 

52.5 

NO? 

Annucii 

11 

50 

61 

100 

61.0 

SO2 

Annual 

2 

12 

14 

80 

17.5 

24-hour 

6 

74 

80 

365 

21.9 

3-hour 

14 

167 

181 

1,300 

13.9 

PM10 

Annual 

0.1 

26 

26.1 

50 

52.2 

24-hour 

0.4 

78 

78.4 

150 

52.3 

(a) .  S02  and  PMio  background  concantrations  obtained  from  pollutant  data  monitored  at  the  lEPA  station  in  Champaign, 

Illinois  (see  Table  3.4-2).  Conversion  from  ppm  to/<g/m^  based  on  standard  conditions  of  70  °F  and  14.7psi  absolute. 
Because  Champaign  County  is  a  clean  air  area  for  CO  and  NOs,  these  pollutants  are  not  monitored  within  the  county. 
Conservative  background  concentrations  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  NAAQS  were  therefore  assumed.  Actual 
background  concentrations  would  most  likely  be  lower. 

(b) .  The  lAAQS  used  to  regulate  air  quality  impacts  in  Illinois  are  equivalent  to  the  NAAOS. 


previous  two  alternatives,  because  there  would  be  no  extension  or  resurfacing  of 
runways  and  no  new  construction  of  aviation  support  facilities. 

Construction.  Air  quality  impacts  related  to  construction  for  the  Non-Aviation 
Alternative  would  be  lower  than  those  from  the  Proposed  Action.  The  reduced 
amount  of  construction  in  the  airfield  and  aviation  support  land  use  areas  would 
reduce  the  overall  construction  requirements.  Demolition  and  renovation 
activities  would  occur  on  an  intermittent  basis  in  the  educationAraining, 

Industrial,  and  public/recreation  land  use  areas  beyond  the  year  2014.  It  Is 
estimated  that  a  maximum  of  10  acres  would  be  disturbed  at  any  one  time  by 
these  construction  activities,  resulting  in  unmitigated  particuiate  matter 
emissions  of  approximately  12  tons  per  month  (6  tons  per  month  of  PMio).  The 
impact  of  these  emissions  would  cause  elevated  short-term  coiTcentrations  of 
particulates  at  receptors  close  to  the  construction  areas.  However,  the  elevated 
concentrations  would  be  a  temporary  effect  that  would  fall  off  rapidly  with 
distance  from  the  construction  area. 

Operations.  Base  emissions  associated  with  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would 
be  lower  than  the  emissions  shown  in  Table  4.4-3  for  the  Proposed  Action 
because  of  the  reduction  In  population  and  the  elimination  of  the  aircraft-related 
emissions.  Emissions  from  the  Non-Aviation  Alterr^tive  are  presented  in 
Table  4.4-9.  These  emissions  are  compared  to  the  preciosure  and  closure 
emissions  in  Table  4.4-10  to  determine  the  potential  change  in  air  quality. 


4-76 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


Table  4.4-9.  Non-Aviation  Alternative  Emission  inventory  for  Chanute  AFB  and  Champaign  County 

(Tons/Year) 


Source  Cateqorv 

CO 

THC 

NOx 

SO2 

PM 

Chanute  AFB^^ 

Incinerators 

0.00 

_ 

0.01 

Fire  School  practice  bums 

142.5 

102.2 

1.0 

0.08 

32.9 

Emergency  generators 

8.7 

0.5 

0.2 

0.02 

0.01 

Natural  gas-fired  heating 
plant 

2.6 

0.1 

0.7 

0.01 

0.08 

Coal-fired  heating  plant 

41.6 

0.7 

52.0 

270.5 

166.5 

Natural  gas-fired  heaters 

1.4 

0.5 

7.0 

0.04 

0.3 

Fuel  oil-fired  heaters 

0.3 

0.1 

0.9 

7.4 

0.1 

Surface  coatings 

- 

59.2 

— 

— 

- 

Aerospace  ground 

0.6 

0.5 

0.04 

0.00 

0.04 

equipment 

Fuel  storage  and  transfer 

6.7 

— 

Personal  vehicles 

264.1 

29.5 

26.4 

4.3 

10.9 

Wood  dust 

- 

— 

- 

— 

1.5 

Subtotal 

461.8 

200.0 

88.2 

282.4 

212.3 

Champaign  County^^ 

407.8 

2,281.7 

2,682.2 

4,590.4 

1,724.0 

Personal  vehicles 

10,286.3 

1,148.8 

1,028.5 

165.9 

423.1 

Total  Champaign  County 

11,155.9 

3,630.5 

3,798.9 

5,038.7 

2,359.4 

(a).  Emissions  art  basad  on  data  from  Tabla  3.4-3  times  the  ratio  of  year  2014  Non-Aviation  Alternative  base  population  to 
year  1988  base  population. 


(b;  Emissions  are  based  on  data  from  Table  3.4-3  times  the  ratio  of  year  2014  county  population  to  year  1988  county 
population. 


Table  4.4-10.  Comparison  of  Non-Aviation  Alternative  Emissions  to 
Preclosure  and  Closure  Emission  Inventories  for  Champaign  County 


Emissions  (tons/year)  Alternative  Percent  Change 

Pollutant  Predosure  Closure  (tons/year)  Preclosure  Closure 


CO 

11,387 

10,307 

11,156 

-2.0 

8.2 

THC 

3,777 

3,299 

3,631 

-3.9 

10.1 

NOx 

3,778 

3,596 

3,799 

-0.6 

5.6 

SO2 

5,247 

4,705 

5,039 

■4.0 

7.1 

PM 

2,575 

2,144 

2,359 

-8.4 

10.0 
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Emissions  associated  with  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  increase  the 
county  emission  inventory  by  6  to  10  percent  over  the  amounts  that  would  occur 
urxier  base  closure  corKlitions  In  1993.  However,  emissions  of  all  pollutants 
would  decrease  when  compared  to  preclosure  conditions.  The  good  air  quality 
background  conditions  that  existed  in  1998  would  therefore  not  be  degraded  by 
the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  activities. 

Cumulative  Impact.  The  only  other  project  currently  planned  for  the  Chanute 
AFB  area  that  would  have  a  potential  cumulative  air  quality  impact  with  the 
Non-Aviation  Alternative  Is  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  the  Chapman  Court  Military 
Family  Housing  Area.  Cumulative  air  quality  Impacts  would  be  similar  to  those 
described  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures  that  could  be  applied  during 
construction  to  reduce  fugitive  dust  and  combustive  emissions  are  the  same  as 
those  previously  recommended  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operation  Alternative.  Air  quality  effects  from  construction 
activities  associated  with  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  would  be  reduced 
substantially  with  the  Implementation  of  these  measures. 

No  significant  impacts  on  air  quailty  would  occur  as  a  result  of  operation  of  the 
Non-Aviation  Altemative.  Air  quaiity  operational  mitigation  measures  are 
therefore  not  necessary. 

4.4.3.4.  No-Actlon  Altemative.  The  No-Action  Altemative  would  result  In  no 
further  use  of  the  base  after  closure.  The  Air  Force  would  place  the  base  in  a 
caretaker  status  intended  to  limit  deterioration  of  the  existing  facilities,  but  there 
would  be  no  active  uses  of  the  property. 

The  No-Action  Altemative  would  have  no  adverse  effects  on  air  quality.  Air 
quality  corxJitlons  at  the  time  of  closure  would  not  be  degraded  by  continued 
maintenance  of  the  base  at  the  closure  level  of  activity.  In  fact,  there  would  be 
some  level  of  air  quality  benefit  associated  with  maintaining  the  base  at  a 
reduced  level  of  activity  compared  to  the  levels  of  activity  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action  or  other  alternative  uses. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  Because  the  No-Actlon  Altemative  would  have  no 
adverse  effects  on  air  quality,  there  would  be  no  adverse  cumulative  air  quality 
impacts  with  any  other  project. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Air  quality  mitigation  measures  are  not  required  for  the 
No-Actlon  Altemative  because  there  are  no  adverse  effects  associated  with  this 
altemative. 
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4.4.4  Noise 


Environmental  impact  analysis  related  to  noise  includes  the  potential  effects  on 
the  local  human  and  animal  populations.  Impact  analysis  for  noise  will  estimate 
the  extent  and  magnitude  of  noise  levels  generated  by  the  Proposed  Action  and 
alternatives  using  the  predictive  modeis  discussed  below.  The  FAA  requires  the 
use  of  the  DNL  noise  metric  to  analyze  cumulative  noise  impacts  for  civil  airport 
development  actions.  The  baseline  noise  corxiitions  arxJ  predicted  noise  levels 
will  then  be  assessed  with  respect  to  potential  annoyance,  speech  interference, 
sleep  disturbance,  hearing  loss,  health,  and  larxj  use  impacts. 

Although  the  FAA  does  not  require  analysis  of  speech,  sleep  disturbance, 
hearing  loss,  animals,  and  health,  these  issues  have  been  evaluated.  Methods 
quantifying  the  effects  of  noise  such  as  annoyance,  speech  Interference,  sleep 
disturbance,  arid  health  and  hearing  loss  have  undergone  extensive  scientific 
development  during  the  past  several  decades.  The  nrwst  reliable  measures  at 
present  are  noise-induced  hearing  loss  and  annoyance.  Extra-auditory  effects 
(those  not  directly  related  to  hearing  capability)  are  also  important,  although  they 
are  not  as  well  understood.  The  current  scientific  consensus  is  that  "evidence 
from  available  research  reports  Is  suggestive,  but  It  does  not  provide  definitive 
answers  to  the  question  of  health  effects,  other  than  to  the  auditory  system,  of 
long-term  exposure  to  noise"  (National  Academy  of  Sciences,  1981).  The  effects 
of  noise  are  summarized  here  and  a  more  detailed  description  is  provided  in 
Apperxlix  H. 

Annoyance.  Noise  annoyance  is  defined  by  the  EPA  as  any  negative  subjective 
reaction  to  noise  on  the  part  of  an  individual  or  group.  Table  4.4-1 1  presents  the 
results  of  over  a  dozen  studies  for  transportation  modes.  Including  airports  in 
which  the  relationship  between  noise  levels  and  anrH}yance  levels  was 
investigated.  This  relationship  has  been  recognized  by  the  National  Academy  of 
Sciences  (1977)  for  use  In  describing  peoples’  reaction  to  semi-continuous 
(transportation)  noise.  A  recent  reevaluation  of  the  data  (Fidell,  et  al.,  1988)  has 
substantially  confirmed  the  relationship.  These  data  are  shown  to  provide  a 
perspective  on  the  level  of  annoyance  that  might  be  anticipated.  For  example, 

15  to  25  percent  of  persons  exposed  to  DNL  of  65  to  70  dB  would  be  higNy 
annoyed  by  the  noise  levels. 

Speech  Interference.  One  of  the  ways  that  noise  affects  daily  life  is  by 
preventing  or  impairing  speech  communication.  In  a  noisy  environment, 
understanding  of  speech  is  diminished  when  speech  signals  are  masked  by 
Intruding  noises.  Reduced  intelligibility  of  speech  may  also  have  other  effects, 
for  example,  if  the  understanding  of  speech  is  interrupted,  performance  may  be 
reduced,  annoyance  may  increase,  and  learning  may  be  impaired.  Research 
suggests  that  aircraft  flyover  noises  exceeding  approximately  60  dB  interfere 
with  speech  communication.  Increasing  the  level  of  the  flyover  noise  maximum 
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Table  4.4-11.  Percentage  of  Population  Highly  Annoyed  by 
Noise  Exposure 


DNL  interval 

Percentage  of  Persons 

Highly  Annoyed 

<  65 

<  14 

65-7G 

15-25 

70-75 

25-37 

75-80 

37-52 

Adapted  from  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  1977 


to  80  dB  will  reduce  the  inteiiigibility  to  zero  even  If  the  speaker  speaks  in  a  loud 
voice. 

Sleep  Interference.  The  effects  of  noise  on  sleep  are  of  concern  primarily  in 
assuring  suitable  residential  environments.  Early  studies  suggest  that  various 
noise  levels  between  25  and  50  dBA  were  associated  with  an  absence  of  sleep 
disturbance.  Because  no  known  health  effects  were  associated  with  either 
waking  or  sleep-stage  changes,  either  measure  was  potentially  useful  as  a  metric 
of  sleep  disturbance. 

One  noise  descriptor  used  to  describe  the  effect  of  noise  on  sleep  is  the  SEL 
This  measure  takes  into  account  an  event’s  sound  intensity,  frequency  content, 
and  time  duration,  by  measuring  the  total  A-weighted  sound  energy  of  the  event 
and  incorporating  it  into  a  single  number.  Unlike  DNL,  which  describes  the  daily 
average  noise  exposure,  SEL  describes  the  normalized  noise  from  a  single 
flyover,  called  an  event.  No  interpretative  criteria  exist  for  noise  for  a  single  event. 

In  a  1980  review,  the  EPA  concluded  that  "None  of  the  suspected  effects  have 
been  fully  explored  or  measured,"  and  "Chronic  sleep  disturbance  is  a  potentially 
severe  health  problem,  yet  little  is  known  about  the  long-term  effects  of  sleep 
disturbances  on  health..."  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1980). 

Studies  (Lukas,  1975;  Goldstein  and  Lukas,  1980)  showed  great  variability  in  the 
percentage  of  people  awakened  by  exposure  to  noise.  A  recent  review 
(Pearsons  et  al.,  1989)  of  the  literature  related  to  sleep  disturbance,  including 
field  as  well  as  laboratory  studies,  concluded  that  habituation  may  reduce  the 
effect  of  noise  on  sleep.  The  authors  point  out  that  the  relationship  between 
noise  exposure  and  sleep  disturbance  is  complex  and  affected  by  the  interaction 
of  many  variables.  The  large  differences  between  the  findings  of  the  laboratory 
arxl  field  studies  make  it  difficult  to  determine  the  best  relationship  to  use.  The 
method  developed  by  Lukas  would  estimate  seven  times  more  awakening  than 
the  field  results  reported  by  Pearsons.  The  relationship  between  percent 
awakened  and  SEL  considers  the  sound  attenuation  provided  by  a  building  with 
the  windows  open  (Appendix  H). 
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Hearing  Loss.  Hearing  loss  is  measured  in  dB  and  refers  to  permanent  auditory 
threshold  shift  of  an  individual's  hearing  in  an  ear.  The  EPA  (U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  1974)  has  recommended  a  limiting  daily  energy  average 
value  of  Leq  70  dBA  to  protect  against  hearing  impairment  over  a  period  of  40 
years.  Hearing  loss  could  result  from  exposure  to  high-intensity  noise  levels  for 
a  continuous  and  prolonged  period  (years).  Aircraft  usually  do  not  subject 
people  to  such  continuous  exposure.  However,  this  daily  average  energy  value 
would  translate  Into  a  ONL  value  of  approximately  75  dBA  or  greater.  Based  on 
EPA  reports,  hearing  loss  is  not  expected  In  people  living  and  working  in  areas 
exposed  to  DNL  of  75  dB  or  less  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  1974). 

Health.  Research  investigating  the  relationship  between  noise  and  adverse 
extra-auditory  health  effects  has  been  inconclusive.  Alleged  extra-auditory 
health  consequences  of  noise  exposure  that  have  been  studied  include  birth 
defects,  psychological  illness,  cancer,  stroke,  hypertension,  and  cardiac 
illnesses.  Although  hypertension  appears  to  be  the  most  biologically  plausible  of 
these  consequences,  studies  addressing  this  issue  have  failed  to  provide 
adequate  support.  Studies  that  have  found  negative  consequences  have  failed 
to  be  replicated,  thereby  questioning  the  validity  of  those  studies  (Frerichs  et  al., 
1980;  Anton-Guirgis  et  al.,  1986).  Studies  that  have  controlled  for  multiple 
factors  have  shown  ix),  or  very  weak,  associations  between  noise  exposure  and 
extra-auditory  effects  (Thompson  and  Fidell,  1989).  The  current  state  of 
technical  knowledge  cannot  support  inference  of  a  causal  or  consistent 
relationship,  nor  a  quantitative  dose-response,  between  residential  aircraft  noise 
exposure  and  heaith  consequences. 

Animals.  The  literature  on  the  effects  of  noise  on  animals  is  not  large,  and  most 
of  the  studies  have  focused  on  the  relation  between  dosages  of  continuous  noise 
and  effects  (Belanovskii  and  Omei’yanenko,  1982;  Ames,  1974).  A  literature 
survey  (Kull  and  Fisher,  1986)  found  that  the  literature  is  inadequate  to  document 
long-term  or  subtle  effects.  No  controlled  study  has  documented  any  serious 
accident  or  mortality  on  livestock,  despite  extreme  exposure  to  noise. 

Land  Use  Compatibility.  Estimates  of  total  noise  exposure  resulting  from 
aircraft  operations,  as  expressed  using  DNL,  can  be  interpreted  in  terms  of  the 
probable  effect  on  land  uses.  The  Federal  Interagency  Committee  on  Urban 
Noise  (1980)  developed  guidelines  for  evaluating  land  uses  in  aircraft  noise 
exposure  areas  (see  Section  3.4.4).  The  land  use  compatibility  guidelines  are 
based  on  the  annoyance  and  hearing  loss  considerations  described  above. 

Part  150  of  the  FAA  regulations  describes  the  procedures,  standards,  and 
methodology  governing  the  development,  submission,  and  review  of  airport 
noise  exposure  maps  arxl  airport  noise  compatibility  programs.  It  describes  the 
use  of  yearly  DNL  In  the  evaluation  of  airport  noise  environments.  It  also 
identifies  those  land  use  types  that  are  normally  compatible  with  various  ievels  of 
exposure.  Compatible  or  incompatible  land  use  is  determined  by  comparing  the 
predicted  DNL  level  at  a  site  with  the  recommended  land  uses. 
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Noise  Modeling.  In  order  to  define  the  noise  impacts  from  aircraft  operations  at 
Chanute  AFB,  the  FAA’s  Integrated  Noise  Model  (INM)  Version  3.9  (Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  1980)  was  utilized  to  predict  noise  contours  for  DNL  of 
65, 70,  and  75  dB  and  SEL  (for  definitions  of  descriptors  see  Appendix  H).  These 
contours  were  generated  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Attemative  for  the  baseline  year  (1994)  and  three  future 
year  projections  (1999, 2004,  and  2014)  and  overlaid  on  a  USGS  map  of  the 
base  and  vicinity.  Input  data  to  the  INM  include  information  on  aircraft  types; 
runway  use;  takeoff  and  landing  flight  tracks;  aircraft  altitude,  speeds  and  engine 
power  settings;  and  number  of  daytime  (7  a.m.  to  10  p.m.)  and  nighttime 
(10  p.m.  to  7  a.m.)  operations. 

Because  the  INM  does  not  have  the  ability  to  predict  noise  generated  from 
aircraft  engine  maintenance  activities  on  the  ground  (e.g.,  run-ups),  the  Air 
Force's  Noise  Exposure  Model  (NOISEMAP)  Version  6.0  was  utilized  (U.S.  Air 
Force,  1990f).  This  model  uses  information  about  the  engine  power  settings  arxf 
atmospheric  conditions  to  determine  noise  levels  around  the  designated  run-up 
area  (Appendix  H). 

Surface  vehicle  traffic  noise  levels  for  roadways  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB 
were  analyzed  using  the  FHWA’s  Highway  Noise  Model  (Federal  Highway 
Administration,  1978).  This  model  incorporates  vehicle  mix,  traffic  volume 
projections,  and  speed  to  generate  DNL 

Major  Assumptions.  The  east-west  (09/27)  runway  will  primarily  be  used  for 
normal  maintenance  and  air  cargo  operations.  A  25-percent  easterly  (runway 
09)  and  75-percent  westerly  (runway  27)  directional  distribution  was  assumed. 
Maintenance  and  cargo  aircraft  would  use  only  Runway  9/27  except  In 
emergency  situations.  General  aviation  aircraft  would  use  Runway  18/36  only 
12  percent  of  the  time.  Half  of  all  operations  were  assumed  to  be  takeoffs  and 
half  landings.  Flight  tracks  (incoming  and  outgoing)  are  shown  in  Figure  4.4-1. 

All  larxfing  operations  were  assumed  to  follow  standard  civilian  aircraft  glide 
slopes  and  takeoff  profiles  provided  by  the  noise  model.  For  maintenance  and 
air  cargo  operations,  approximately  20  percent  of  the  operations  take  place 
during  the  daytime  (7  a.m.  to  10  p.m.)  and  80  percent  at  night  (10  p.m.  to  7  a.m.) 
for  all  years.  Approximately  95  percent  of  general  aviation  flights  will  occur  in  the 
daytime. 

Traffic  on  major  roads  leading  to  and  around  the  base  was  analyzed  to 
determine  noise  impacts.  Traffic  data  used  to  project  future  noise  levels  were 
derived  from  the  projections  presented  in  Section  4.2.3.  The  arterial  traffic  mix 
was  assumed  to  be  96  percent  cars,  3  percent  medium  trucks,  and  1  percent 
heavy  trucks.  Thirteen  percent  of  the  traffic  is  assumed  to  be  nighttime  traffic. 
Traffic  data  used  in  the  analysis  are  presented  in  Appendix  H. 
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Rail  traffic  for  future  years  was  assumed  to  be  the  same  as  the  predosure 
reference  presented  in  Section  3.4.4,  and  the  DNL  distances  would  not  change. 


4.4.4. 1  Proposed  Action.  The  results  of  the  aircraft  noise  nKxJeling  for  the 
Proposed  Action  are  presented  as  noise  contours  in  Figures  4.4-2  through  4.4-5. 

In  the  eariy  years  for  the  Proposed  Action,  the  major  source  of  noise  would  be 
air  cargo  operations.  The  noisiest  aircraft  in  the  Proposed  Action  is  the  DC-9-30 
with  stage  two  engines.  By  the  year  1 999,  the  DC-9-30s  would  be  replaced  by 
Boeing  727-200S  with  stage  three  engines  as  the  noisiest  aircraft.  These  aircraft 
are  expected  to  be  almost  completely  phased  out  by  approximately  the  year 
2000;  after  that  time,  the  noisiest  aircraft  would  be  the  Boeing  757-200S.  Test 
engine  run-ups  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  base  would  not  significantly  increase 
the  noise  levels  of  DNL  65  dB  or  greater  in  the  area. 

Under  the  Proposed  Action,  approximately  536  acres  would  be  exposed  to  a 
DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater  in  the  year  1994.  This  is  estimated  to  decrease  to 
approximately  244  acres  by  the  year  201 4  as  newer  and  quieter  aircraft  are 
introduced.  Table  4.4-12  presents  the  approximate  acreage  within  each  DNL 
compatibility  range. 


Table  4.4-12.  Area  Affected  by  Aircraft  Noise 


Area  Within  Noise  Contour  Range  (acres) 


Year 

Land  Use  Category 

DNL 

65-70  dB 

DNL 

70-75  dB 

DNL 

>75dB 

1994 

Proposed  Action 

300 

121 

115 

Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 

267 

106 

103 

1999 

Proposed  Action 

266 

107 

136 

Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 

218 

100 

124 

2004 

Proposed  Action 

120 

59 

40 

Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 

59 

24 

21 

2014 

Proposed  Action 

132 

66 

46 

Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative 

84 

30 

29 
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Noise  Contours 
(1994)  -  Proposed 
Action 


Figure  4.4 


Noise  Contours 
(1999)  -  Proposed 
Action 


Figure  4.4-3 


Noise  Contours 
(2004)  -  Proposed 
Action 


Figure  4.4-4 


Noise  Contours 
(2014)  -  Proposed 
Action 


Figure  4.4-5 


Analysis  suggests  that  under  the  Proposed  Action  in  1994  land  uses  (e.g. 
recreational  areas)  within  the  ONL  65  dB  noise  contour  would  be  compatible 
based  on  the  larxj  use  compatibUlty  guidelines  presented  in  Section  3.4.4. 
Furthemtore,  no  residences  lie  within  the  DNL  65  dB  contours.  The  noisiest 
overflight  (DC-9  with  stage  two  engines)  may  affect  the  sleep  of  some  residents 
in  the  area  during  summer  months.  Sound  exposure  ievels  for  various  aircraft 
flying  over  residential  areas  in  the  vicinity  are  shown  in  Table  4.4-13.  Appertdix  H 
presents  a  table  showing  the  relationship  between  the  SELs  and  the  percent  of 
persons  likely  to  be  awakened  by  the  event. 


Table  4.4-13.  Sound  Exposure  Level  at  Nolse-Sensitive  Receptors 

Location 

DC9-30 

727-200 

Re-engined 

Staqe  lil 

757-200 

On  Base 

Residential  (NE  Quadrant) 

86 

86 

81 

Education/Training  Area  (townhouses) 

95 

94 

79 

Residential  (SW  Quadrant) 

101 

100 

83 

Residential  (Central) 

95 

93 

80 

Medical  Area  (Hospital) 

100 

99 

83 

Dormitories/Hotels 

103 

102 

84 

Rantoul  (Mobile  Home  Park  North  of  Base) 

84 

81 

73 

Gifford  (Town  Center) 

84 

84 

69 

Penffefd  (T own  Center) 

84 

83 

69 

Armstrong  (T own  Center) 

81 

79 

64 

Fisher  (Town  Center) 

78 

76 

63 

The  area  affected  by  noise  typically  increases  as  operations  increase.  However, 
it  is  important  to  note  that  by  1999,  OC-9  aircraft  wouid  no  longer  be  used,  and 
all  Boeing  727-2008  used  in  air  cargo  operations  would  be  re-engined  with 
quieter  stage  three  engines.  This  re-engining  process  would  resolve  some  of  the 
problems  associated  with  using  older,  noisier  jets  for  these  operations.  By  1999, 
approximately  509  acres  would  be  exposed  to  a  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater.  The 
noisiest  overflight  (Boeing  727-200  with  stage  three  engines)  may  affect  the 
sleep  of  some  residents  in  the  area  during  summer  months. 

By  the  year  2004,  it  is  projected  that  all  jets  used  for  air  cargo  operations  wouid 
be  Boeing  757-200  aircraft.  The  affected  area  is  estimated  to  shrink  as  a  result  of 
the  use  of  these  quieter,  stage  three  aircraft.  There  would  be  no  residence  or 
recreational  areas  within  the  DNL  65  dB  contour.  Approximately  219  acres 
would  be  exposed  to  a  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater  by  the  year  2004.  The  noisiest 
overflight  (Boeing  757-200)  may  affect  the  sleep  of  some  residents  in  the  area 
during  summer  months. 
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In  2014,  there  would  still  be  no  sensitive  land  uses  within  the  DNL  65  dB  contour. 
Approxiniately  244  acres  would  be  exposed  to  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater.  The 
noisiest  overflight  (Boeing  757-200)  may  affect  the  sleep  of  some  residents  In 
the  area  during  summer  months. 

Surface  traffic  sound  levels  are  presented  in  Table  4.4-14.  These  levels  are 
presented  In  terms  of  DNL  as  a  function  of  distance  from  the  centerline  of  the 
roadways  analyzed.  Except  for  a  few  residences  along  Maplewood  Drive,  no 
noise-sensitive  receptors  have  been  identified  within  the  DNL  65  dB  distance. 


Table  4.4-14.  Distance  to  DNL  from  Roadway  Centerline  for  the  Proposed  Action 

Year 

Roadwav 

Distance  (ft) 

DNL6SdB 

DNL70dB 

1994 

U.S.  45  North 

150 

50 

U.S.  45  South 

150 

50 

Maplewood  Dr. 

60 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

50 

* 

1999 

U.S.  45  North 

240 

80 

U.S.  45  South 

200 

70 

Maplewood  Dr. 

90 

30 

CharKlIer  Rd. 

30 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

50 

* 

2004 

U.S.  45  North 

250 

90 

U.S.  45  South 

220 

70 

Maplewood  Dr. 

100 

40 

Chandler  Rd. 

30 

• 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

50 

* 

2014 

U.S.  45  North 

220 

80 

U.S.  45  South 

150 

50 

Maplewood  Dr. 

90 

30 

Chandler  Rd. 

30 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

50 

* 

'contained  within  roadway 


Cumulative  Impacts.  There  are  no  cumulative  noise  Impacts  from 
transportation  noise  sources  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

Mitigation  Measures.  No  conflicts  with  the  FAA  land  use  compatibility 
guidelines  within  FAR  Part  150  have  been  iderttified  for  the  Proposed  Action.  The 
airport  proponent  could,  however,  voluntarily  pursue  a  future  FAR  Part  150  study 
to  analyze  operational  and  faculty  modifications  to  reduce  aviation  noise  levels 
below  DNL  65  dB. 

4.4.4.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AHemative.  The  contours  for 
the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  are  presented  in 
Figures  4.4-6  through  4.4-9. 
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Figure  4.4 


Figure  4.4-7 


Figure  4.4-8 


Noise  Contours 
(2014)  -  Minor 
Aircraft 


Figure  4.4-9 


The  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  would  affect  the 
surrounding  area  to  a  lesser  extent  than  the  Proposed  Action  because  it  would 
involve  fewer  flight  operations.  As  in  the  Proposed  Action,  no  residences  would 
be  exposed  to  DNL  of  65  dB  or  greater.  Table  4.4-12  presents  the  approximate 
number  of  acres  within  each  DNL  compatibility  range  for  1994, 1999, 2004,  and 
2014  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative. 

Surface  traffic  sound  levels  are  presented  in  Table  4.4-15.  These  levels  are 
presented  In  terms  of  DNL  as  a  function  of  distance  from  the  centerline  of  the 
roadways  analyzed.  Except  for  the  possibility  of  a  few  residences  along 
Maplewood  Drive,  no  noise-sensitive  receptors  have  been  identified  within  the 
DNL  65  dB  distance. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  There  are  no  cumulative  noise  impacts  from 
transportation  noise  sources  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Although  no  conflicts  with  the  FAA  land  use  compatibility 
guidelines  have  been  identified  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative,  the  measures  described  for  the  Proposed  Action  could  also  be 
considered  to  reduce  the  effects  of  airport  noise. 


Table  4.4-15.  Distance  to  DNL  from  Roadway  Centerline  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 

Operations  Alternative 


Distance  (ft) 

Year 

Roadway 

DNL65dB 

DNL  70  dB 

1994 

U.S.  45  North 

120 

40 

U.S.  45  South 

130 

50 

Maplewood  Dr. 

30 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

30 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

1999 

U.S.  45  North 

190 

60 

U.S.  45  South 

170 

60 

Maplewood  Dr. 

50 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

2004 

U.S.  45  North 

220 

70 

U.S.  45  South 

190 

70 

Maplewood  Dr. 

60 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

2014 

U.S.  45  North 

270 

90 

U.S.  45  South 

230 

80 

Maplewood  Dr. 

70 

30 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

*oofltajn«d  within  roadway 
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4.4.4.3  Non-Aviation  Altamativa.  Under  the  Non-Aviation  Altemative,  there 
woukJ  be  no  airport  activity  and  minimal  surface  traffic;  therefore,  there  would  be 
less  noise  impacts  than  under  the  aviation-related  alternatives.  Impacts  caused 
by  air  and  surface  traffic  noise  are  estimated  to  be  lower  than  under  predosure 
conditions.  Surface  traffic  sound  levels  are  presented  in  Table  4.4-16.  These 
levels  are  presented  in  terms  of  DNL  as  a  function  of  distance  from  the  centerline 
of  the  roadways  analyzed.  No  noise-sensitive  receptors  have  been  identified 
within  the  DNL  65  dB  distance. 


Table  4.4-16.  Distance  to  DNL  from  Roadway  Centerline  for  the  Non-Aviation  Altemative 


Distance  (feet) 

Year 

Roadway 

DNL65dB 

DNLTOdB 

1994 

U.S.  45  North 

90 

30 

U.S.  45  South 

110 

40 

Maplewood  Dr. 

It 

* 

Chaixller  Rd. 

* 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

1999 

U.S.  45  North 

120 

40 

U.S.  45  South 

120 

40 

Maplewood  Dr. 

* 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

2004 

U.S.  45  North 

140 

50 

U.S.  45  South 

140 

50 

Maplewood  Dr. 

40 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Townshio  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

2014 

U.S.  45  North 

160 

60 

U.S.  45  South 

160 

50 

Maplewood  Dr. 

40 

* 

Chandler  Rd. 

* 

* 

Township  Rd.  1800E 

* 

* 

‘contained  within  roadway 

Cumulative  Impacts.  There  are  no  cumulative  noise  impacts  from 

transportation  noise  source  for  the  Non-Aviation  Altemative. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Noise  mitigation  measures  are  not  required  for  the 
Non-Aviation  Altemative  because  there  are  no  adverse  effects  associated  with 

this  altemative. 

4.4.4.4  No-Action  Altemative.  There  would  be  no  airport  activity  and  minimal 
surface  traffic  for  the  No-Action  Alternative.  The  surface  traffic  noise  would  be 
estimated  to  be  less  than  that  of  any  of  the  other  alternatives.  There  would  be  no 
airport  activity  and  minimal  surface  traffic  under  the  caretaker  status.  Impacts 
caused  by  air  arxf  surface  traffic  noise  are  estimated  to  be  lower  than  those  for 

any  of  the  other  alternatives. 
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Cumulativ*  Impacts.  There  are  no  cumulative  noise  impacts  from 
transportation  noise  source  for  the  No-Action  Alternative. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Noise  mitigation  measures  are  not  required  for  the  No- 
Action  Alternative  because  there  are  no  adverse  effects  associated  with  this 
alternative. 

4.4.5  Biological  Resources 

Criteria  for  evaluating  proiect-related  effects  are  based  on  the  Importance  (e.g., 
legal,  commercial,  recreational,  ecological,  or  scientific)  of  the  resource,  the 
proportion  of  the  resource  that  would  be  affected  relative  to  its  occurrence  in  the 
project  region,  the  sensitivity  of  the  resource  to  activities  associated  with  the 
proposed  project,  and  the  duration  of  the  environmental  ramifications  associated 
with  the  effects. 

Adverse  impacts  include  those  resulting  in  (1)  reduction  in  the  population  of  any 
rare,  threatened,  or  endangered  species;  (2)  degradation  of  biologically 
important  habitats  that  are  regionally  rare  or  unusual,  or  are  protected  by  federal, 
state,  or  local  regulations/poiicies;  or  (3)  substantial  long-term  (25  years  or 
longer)  loss  of  vegetation  and  of  the  overall  capacity  of  the  habitat  to  support 
wildlife  populations.  The  availability  and  effectiveness  of  specific  mitigation 
measures  would  determine  whether  these  impacts  could  be  reduced  to  a 
negligible  level. 

4.4.5. 1  Proposed  Action.  Conversion  of  Chanute  AFB  to  a  general  aviation 
reliever  airport  would  result  in  a  number  of  construction  projects  that  could  affect 
biological  resources.  Activities  associated  with  construction  could  affect 
biological  resources  through  loss  of  vegetation  and  wildlife  habitat,  alteration  of 
habitat  through  landscaping  noise  and  human  presence,  and  runoff  of  sediments 
and  construction  materisds  (e.g.,  cement  washings,  paints,  and  fuels  or  lubricants 
accidentally  spilled).  Habitat  alteration  would  be  both  short  and  long  term;  noise 
effects  would  be  short  term. 

Operation  of  a  general  aviation  reliever  airport  could  affect  biological  resources 
as  a  result  of  aircraft  noise,  collision  of  animals  with  aircraft,  increased  vehicular 
traffic,  air  pollutant  emissions,  fires,  and  accidental  spills  of  hazardous  materials. 
Such  effects  could  occur  over  the  long  term. 

Vegetation.  Activities  associated  with  Proposed  Action  construction  on  and  off 
base  could  affect  bidogicai  resources  through  loss  of  vegetation  and  wildlife 
habitat,  alteration  of  habitat  through  landscaping,  and  runoff  of  sediments  and 
construction  materials  (e.g.,  cement  washings,  paints,  and  fuels  or  lubricants 
accidentally  spilled).  Habitat  alteration  would  be  both  short  and  long  term. 
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The  runway  would  be  extended  Into  an  area  that  Is  currently  cultivated,  causing  a 
minor  impact  on  vegetation.  Widening  roads  on  or  leading  to  the  base  would 
result  in  removal  of  vegetation.  In  most  cases,  this  would  Involve  landscape 
species  such  as  grasses  and  trees.  Effects  would  be  minimal  because  no 
biologically  Important  habitats  or  protected  species  would  be  Impacted.  In 
addition,  effects  would  be  temporary  if  landscaping  was  re-established  adjacent 
to  the  new  roadway. 

Construction  of  aviation  support  facilities  adjacent  to  the  base  would  result  in  a 
permanent  loss  of  cropland  through  construction  of  buildings,  roads,  parking 
lots,  and  other  facilities.  Tf«  spaces  between  these  fecilitles  would  likely  be 
landscaped  (or  at  least  mowed),  eliminating  additional  cropland.  However, 
remodeling  and  new  construction  for  commercial  facilities  would  take  place 
primarily  in  existing  landscaped  areas,  as  would  renovation  of  residential 
buildings.  The  effects  on  vegetation  would  be  minimal  because  the  area  is  void 
of  any  biologically  Important  habitat. 

Accidents  that  occur  during  the  operation  of  the  Scatty  could  adversely  affect 
vegetation.  Fires  could  temporarily  alter  vegetation,  and  spills  of  toxic 
substances,  including  fuels  and  lubricants,  that  spread  beyond  disturbed  and 
landscaped  areas  could  result  in  a  loss  of  vegetation.  SoH  contamination  would 
have  long-term  effects  on  vegetation.  Overall  effects  on  vegetation,  however,  are 
expected  to  be  negligible  because  small  areas  and  no  sensitive  species  would 
be  affected.  Wetlands  are  discussed  under  Sensitive  Habitats. 

Wildlife.  Extension  of  the  runway  and  new  construction  in  an  area  that  is 
currently  cultivated  would  result  in  a  loss  of  foraging  habitat  for  game  species, 
such  as  the  ring-necked  pheasant  and  cottontail  rabbit.  Considering  the  large 
amount  of  cropland  habitat  available  in  the  region  and  that  minimal  cover  (brush 
or  dense,  tall  grass)  would  be  lost,  no  measurable  effects  on  populations  of 
these  and  other  species  associated  with  cropland  would  be  expected,  in 
addition,  management  practices  for  pheasant  would  likely  compensate  for  the 
small  loss  of  foraging  habiiaL 

During  operations,  aircraft  noise  and  visual  presence  could  startle  wildlife  near 
the  runway.  Projections  for  the  Proposed  Action  indicate  that  approximately 
34  flight  operations  (takeoffs  or  landings)  per  day  (assuming  activities  365  days 
per  year)  would  occur  in  1994,  increasing  gradually  to  63  per  day  In  2014.  Noise 
effects  on  wildlife  would  occur  primarily  during  the  day.  These  effects  are 
predicted  to  be  minimal,  because  few  wildlife  species  (and  individuals)  would  be 
affected  in  this  urban  and  agricultural  setting.  (Section  4.4.4  presents  additional 
discussion  of  noise  effects  on  animals.)  The  potential  for  alrcra^  collision  with 
birds,  particularly  waterfowl,  is  also  a  concern.  The  probability  of  bird  collisions 
with  aircraft,  both  day  and  night,  is  low  because  the  base  is  not  located  in  a  part 
of  the  Mississippi  Ryway  that  is  heavily  used  and  no  concentrations  of  birds. 
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such  as  waterfowl,  are  known  to  be  In  the  project  vicinity.  Thus,  mpacts  of 
aircraft  operations  are  expected  to  be  insignificant. 

Increased  vehicular  traffic  on  and  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB  would  increase 
the  potential  for  road  kills  of  animals.  Species  commonly  affected  include 
rabbits,  snakes,  and  birds  such  as  horned  larks  and  crows.  The  predicted 
increase  in  traffic  from  closure  (1993)  and  preclosure  levels  would  not  be 
expected  to  have  any  significant  effects  on  local  wildlife  populations. 

Noise  and  human  presence  associated  with  construction  activities  would  cause 
some  wildlife  species  to  avoid  the  construction  zone.  Because  the  project  site  is 
in  an  area  with  considerable  existing  human  activity,  most  animals  are  adapted 
to  some  level  of  disturbance.  Effects  are  expected  to  be  short  term  and  minimal. 

Accidental  fires  or  spills  of  toxic  substances  would  be  expected  to  affect  small 
areas  as  described  above  for  vegetation,  and  thus,  effects  on  wildlife  are 
predicted  to  be  negligible. 

Effects  on  aquatic  biota  are  discussed  below  with  wetlands. 

Threatened  and  Endangered  Species.  Construction  and  operation  of  airport 
facilities  at  the  project  site  would  not  adversely  affect  the  state-listed  upland 
sandpiper.  The  Proposed  Action  would  not  adversely  affect  any  other  federally 
or  state-listed  species  because  none  are  present  in  the  area. 

Sensitive  Habitats.  None  of  the  proposed  facility  construction  would  directly 
affect  wetlands  on  Chanute  AFB  or  in  the  parcels  proposed  for  acquisition.  The 
potential  exists,  however,  for  indirect  effects. 

Runoff  from  construction  sites  could  add  sediments  and  pollutants  to  the 
tributary  to  Upper  Salt  Fork  Creek  and/or  adjacent  wetlands.  Construction- 
related  activities  could  affect  the  northernmost  wetland,  which  is  near  the 
existing  runway,  through  runoff  of  sediments  or  construction  materials  (e.g., 
cement  washings)  and  possibly  directly  if  this  area  is  used  for  materials  storage, 
equipment  parking  or  washing,  or  storage  of  demolition  materials.  Runoff  could 
also  enter  the  stream.  Such  effects  on  wetlands  could  have  a  local  and  adverse 
effect  and  could  range  from  short  to  long  term.  Effects  on  aquatic  species 
would  be  dependent  on  the  quantity  and  type  of  pollutants  in  the  runoff.  Effects 
would  likely  be  short  term  and  minimal  although,  in  a  worst-case  situation, 
pollutants  could  kill  Invertebrates  and  fish  in  the  stream  causing  local  and 
adverse  impacts  in  the  short  term.  Accumulation  of  toxins  in  the  habitat  could 
also  result  in  long-term  impacts  through  sublethal  and  acute  toxic  effects  on  the 
resident  biota. 
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Normal  operation  of  the  facilities  is  expected  to  have  negligible  effects  on 
wetlands  and  aquatic  biota.  Accidents,  however,  could  have  adverse  impacts  on 
wetlands,  particularly  through  spills  of  toxic  materials. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  When  effects  of  the  Chapman  Court  project  are 
combined  with  the  Proposed  Action  for  Chanute  AFB  reuse,  cumulative  effects 
on  biological  resources  would  be  increased  little  and  not  to  a  level  requiring 
mitigation.  The  Chapman  Court  project  would  result  in  loss  of  landscape 
vegetation  on  about  SO  acres  that  could  range  from  short  term  to  long  term 
depending  on  the  ultimate  use  of  the  property.  At  least  part  of  the  property 
would  be  landscaped  in  all  of  the  reuse  options.  The  overall  effect  on  larxlscape 
vegetation  and  associated  wildlife  would  be  negligible  with  a  possible  increase  in 
amount  as  a  result  of  larxlscaping  arourvl  the  proposed  aviation  support 
facilities.  No  additional  effects  on  wetlands  or  threatened  arxf  endangered 
species  are  expected. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Conveyances  of  land  from  federal  to  private  ownership 
do  not  r^essarily  reduce  the  level  of  protection  afforded  to  jurisdictional 
wetlands.  For  example,  a  permit,  under  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act,  is 
required  for  filiing  a  wetlarxf  even  when  iarxl  next  to  or  under  the  water  is 
privately  owned.  Private  owners  also  must  comply  with  wetland  protection 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food  Security  Act.  Executive  Order  11990,  Protection 
of  Wetlands,  requires  that  a  federal  agency  could  include  appropilate  restrictions 
on  the  use  of  properties  containing  wetiands  when  conveying  such  lands  to 
non-federal  agencies.  The  specific  methods  to  be  used  to  protect  wetlands 
would  be  specified  prior  to  obtaining  permits  for  the  proposed  use  (e.g.,  NPDES 
permit  (see  Sectio^i  4.4.2. 1]).  For  example,  effects  of  runoff  to  the  tributary  to 
Upper  Sait  Fork  Drainage  Ditch  or  adjacent  wetlands  during  construction  could 
be  mitigated  by  use  of  temporary  berms  to  divert  or  contain  runoff,  washing  of 
equipment  in  areas  where  wash  water  can  be  contained  and  treated,  and 
through  restocking  if  a  fish  kHI  were  to  occur. 

A  Spill  Prevention  and  Countermeasure  Plan  would  be  developed  as  part  of  the 
Proposed  Action  and  this  would  minimize  the  potential  for  effects  of  accidents 
such  as  fires  and  spills  of  hazardous  materials  on  biological  resources. 

4.4.5.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  AHemative.  Effects  of  this 
alternative  on  biological  resources  would  be  similar  to  those  described  for  the 
Proposed  Action,  but  slightly  reduced.  Less  cropland  habitat  would  be  lost 
because  the  aviation  support  facilities  would  not  be  built  on  the  parcel  adjacent 
to  the  east  boundary  of  the  base.  Fewer  roads  would  need  to  be  built  or 
upgraded  for  access  to  the  facilities,  so  there  would  be  fewer  effects  on  remnant 
native  vegetation  along  roads.  The  amount  of  air  traffic  would  also  be  reduced, 
thus  reducing  noise  effects  on  wHdiife. 
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Cumulativs  Impacts.  As  for  the  Proposed  Action,  no  cumulative  effects 
requiring  mitigation  would  result  from  this  alternative. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Mitigation  measures  would  be  the  same  as  for  the 
Proposed  Action. 

4.4.5.3  Non-Aviation  AKemative.  Non-aviation  uses  of  Chanute  AFB  would 
have  minimal  effects  on  biological  resources.  Construction  would  be  limited  to 
alteration  of  parking  facilities  and  renovation  of  some  buildings.  Demolition  of 
some  facilities  may  be  necessary  as  well.  All  of  these  activities  would  occur  in 
currently  disturbed  habitats,  and  effects  on  biological  resources  would  be  small. 

Vegetation  and  Wildlife.  Approximately  710  acres  would  be  leased  for 
agricultural  uses.  Including  the  300  acres  that  have  been  farmed  in  the  past. 
Conversion  of  introduced  grassland  to  cropland  in  portions  of  the  remaining 
410  acres  of  land  would  alter  wildlife  habitat  by  changing  the  forage  and  cover 
values.  Effects  on  wildlife  would,  however,  be  minimal  because  this  area  is  small 
and  has  been  disturbed  (mowed  and  former  landfill).  The  Increase  in  cropland 
would  provide  an  incremental  benefit  to  pheasants  by  Increasing  their  food 
supply. 

Sensitive  Habitats.  Farming  activities  could  adversely  affect  wetlands  on  the 
base  through  direct  disturbance  or  altered  drainage  arxJ  through  mnoff  of 
fertilizers,  herbicides,  and  pesticides  used  on  the  crops.  The  small  wetland  just 
north  of  Perimeter  Road  could  be  disturbed  through  ploughing  or  alteration  of 
drainage  patterns.  Runoff  of  chemicals  applied  to  the  fields  may  accumulate  in 
the  wetland  and  ultimately  affect  plants  and  animals.  This  wetland  has  persisted 
although  adjacent  to  (or  within)  an  area  that  was  farmed  in  the  past.  Assuming 
that  similar  farming  practices  would  be  used,  effects  would  continue  as  in  the 
past.  Any  damage  to  this  wetland  would  be  locally  significant.  Other  wetlands 
would  not  be  directly  affet^ed,  but  runoff  of  chemicals  to  the  stream  could  affect 
vegetation  and  aquatic  biota.  Considering  past  land  uses  and  the  present 
coixlition  of  the  stream,  effects  on  wetlarxis  as  a  result  of  increasing  the  area 
formed  are  expected  to  be  insignificant. 

Because  this  alternative  requires  little  construction,  runoff  of  pollutants  to  the 
stream  and  wetlands  in  the  southeast  part  of  the  base  is  expected  to  be 
negligible  and  have  no  significant  effects  on  the  biota  present  Use  and  storage 
of  hazardous  materials  (e.g.,  fuels,  solvents,  and  lubricants)  on  the  base  would 
be  similar  to  or  reduced  from  that  of  the  Proposed  Action.  Effects  on  biological 
resources  would  be  insignificant  under  normal  circumstances.  Accidents  in 
which  toxic  materials  were  released  to  wetlands,  however,  could  result  In  local 
adverse  impacts  that  woi^d  need  to  be  mitigated. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  No  cumulative  effects  on  biological  resources  requiring 
mitigation  beyond  that  described  below  for  this  alternative  would  occur. 
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Mitigation  Measures.  In  compliance  with  Executive  Order  11990,  agricultural 
leases  adjacent  to  or  including  jurisdictional  wetlands  could  include  appropriate 
restrictions  to  protect  these  wetlands,  for  example  (1)  limiting  cultivation  to  a 
minimum  distance  of  5c  feet  from  a  wetland,  (2)  prohibiting  alteration  of  drainage 
pattenis,  and  (3)  limiting  application  of  chemicals  (e.g.,  herbicides,  insecticides, 
and  fertilizers)  to  the  minimum  necessary  and  to  methods  that  minimize  the 
potentiai  for  accidental  pollution  of  nearby  wetlands. 

4.4.5.4  No-Action  AHemative.  Closing  the  base  with  minimal  maintenance 
activities  would  be  beneficial  to  wildlife  and  native  vegetation  in  the  area.  The 
reduction  in  human  activity  and  in  vegetation  maintenance  would  be  beneficial  to 
wildlife  and  native  vegetation  in  the  area.  Continuing  the  farming  lease  would 
maintain  the  pheasant  population  present  on  the  base. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  No-Actlon  Alternative  and  Chapman  Court  projects 
combined  would  not  result  in  cumulative  adverse  effects  on  biological  resources. 

Mitigation  Measures.  No  mitigation  measures  would  be  necessary. 

4.4.6  Cultural  Resources 

Potential  impacts  were  assessed  by  (1)  identifying  types  and  possible  locations 
of  reuse  activities  that  coiid  directly  or  indirectly  affect  cultural  resources, 

(2)  identifying  the  nature  and  potential  significance  of  cultural  resources  in 
potentially  affected  areas,  and  (3)  classifying  potential  effects  as  significant, 
insignificant,  or  beneficial. 

Thirty-one  buildings  and  one  structure  (flagpole)  have  been  preliminarily 
identified  as  a  historic  district  and  potentially  eligible  for  the  NRHP.  One  building 
within  the  district  is  potentially  eiigibie  on  individual  merit.  Coordination  with  the 
Illinois  SHPO  to  finalize  a  Determination  of  Eligibility  is  currently  in  progress. 

Regulations  for  implementing  Section  106  of  the  NHPA  indicate  that  the  transfer, 
conveyance,  lease,  or  sale  of  a  historic  property  is  procedurally  considered  to  be 
an  adverse  effect,  thereby  ensuring  full  regulatory  consideration  in  federal 
project  planning  and  execution.  However,  effects  of  a  project  that  would 
otherwise  be  found  to  be  adverse  may  be  considered  not  adverse  under  the 
following  conditions: 

•  When  the  historic  property  is  of  value  only  for  its  potential  contribution  to 
archaeological,  historical,  or  architectural  research,  and  when  such  value 
can  be  substantially  preserved  through  the  conduct  of  appropriate 
research,  and  such  research  Is  conducted  in  accordance  with  applicable 
professional  standards  and  guidelines; 

•  When  the  urxlertaking  is  limited  to  the  rehabilitation  of  buRdings  and 
structures  and  is  conducted  in  a  manner  that  preserves  the  historical  and 
architectural  value  of  affected  historic  property  through  conformance  with 
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the  Secretary's  Standards  for  Rehabilitation  and  Guidelines  for 
Rehabilitating  Historic  Buildings',  or 

•  When  the  undertaking  is  limited  to  the  transfer,  conveyance,  iease,  or  sale 
of  a  historic  property,  and  adequate  restrictions  or  co^itions  are  included 
to  ensure  preservation  of  the  property’s  significant  historic  features. 

These  three  situations  effectively  define  the  range  of  activities  that  can  mitigate 
adverse  impacts  of  reuse.  The  adverse  effects  of  transfer,  conveyance,  sale,  or 
iease  of  historic  properties  on  Chanute  AFB  can  be  mitigated  as  discussed 
below.  The  Air  Force  will  complete  the  consultation  process  under  Section  106 
prior  to  disposal  of  the  property. 

4.4.6. 1  Proposed  Action.  The  extension  of  Runways  9/27  and  18/36  will  disturb 
231  acres  off  base;  this  area  has  been  surveyed  recently  by  IDOT  archaeologists 
with  negative  results.  The  lOOT  has  also  surveyed  areas  north  of  the  base  that 
could  be  disturbed  as  a  result  of  road  upgrades  required  to  handle  additional 
traffic  generated  by  the  Proposed  Action.  Again,  results  were  negative  (Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation,  1991).  The  345  acres  of  land  needed  for 
construction  of  the  new  maintenance  facility  have  recently  been  surveyed  by  the 
IDOT,  ar)d  survey  results  are  negative.  In  compliance  with  the  Illinois  State 
Historic  Preservation  Act  (IHPA)  (Public  Act  86-707),  a  cultural  resource 
clearance  for  these  areas  was  obtained  from  the  Illinois  Historic  Preservation 
Agency  on  4  March  1991  (see  Appendix  E). 

A  number  of  potential  reuse  activities  could  affect  structures  considered 
potentially  eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP.  Although  the  project  specifications 
are  not  presently  known,  demolition  and/or  renovation  of  some  existing 
structures  in  the  northwest  quadrant  of  the  base  would  likely  be  required  to 
accommodate  the  development  of  aviation  support,  commercial  development, 
education/training,  aixl  residential  land  uses.  New  facility  construction  could 
also  take  place  in  this  area  to  meet  reuse  needs.  Given  that  31  buildings  and 
1  structure  in  this  area  may  be  assumed  eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP,  the 
Proposed  Action  has  the  potential  to  affect  the  integrity  and  setting  of  these 
historic  resources.  Based  on  the  application  of  mitigation  measures  described 
below,  these  effects  are  not  considered  significant. 

Because  there  are  no  significant  archaeological  resources  on  base,  reuse 
activities  will  not  affect  these  types  of  resources.  Furthermore,  Native  Americans 
are  not  anticipated  to  be  corx^emed  with  reuse  activities  on  base. 

Paleontological  resources  are  unlikely  to  be  affected.  Fossils  are  extremely  rare 
in  the  glacial  soils  that  characterize  the  project  area  and  those  that  do  occur  are 
primarily  small  fragments  of  limited  scientific  importance.  Potential  effects  from 
new  facility  construction  are  not  considered  significant. 
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Cumulativs  Impacts.  The  Proposed  Action,  in  combination  with  the  disposal  of 
Chapman  Court,  will  not  result  in  cumulative  impacts  to  cultural  resources,  even 
though  disposal  could  residt  in  the  demolition  or  rehabilKation  of  existing 
structures.  The  Chapman  Court  structures  lack  architectural  or  historical 
significance  and  the  IHPA  has  concurred  with  previous  Air  Force  decisions 
regarding  Chapman  Court  demolition  or  rehabilitation  (Illinois  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office,  1985).  In  addition.  Chapman  Court  has  been  so  highly 
disturbed  by  construction  activities  that  it  lacks  the  potential  to  contain  intact 
archaeoiogicai  resources. 

Mitigation  Measures.  The  lack  of  detailed  specifications  associated  with  the 
Proposed  Action  precludes  identifying  project  impacts  and  mitigation  measures 
for  particular  structures.  However,  general  procedures  can  reduce  the  impacts 
to  an  insignificant  level.  Potential  effects  may  be  mitigated  by  imp)lementation  of 
either  or  both  of  the  following  recommendations;  (1)  properties  may  be  sold  or 
conveyed  to  non-federal  owners  with  covenants  that  ensure  that  future  owners 
will  abide  by  cultural  resource  management  procedures  dictated  by  the  NHPA, 
or  their  equivalent  as  approved  by  the  SHPO  and  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation;  (2)  the  Air  Force  could  preserve  the  value  of  the  historic 
properties  through  historical  documentation  procedures  developed  in 
consultation  with  the  Illinois  SHPO. 

In  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  NHPA  and  its  implementing  regulations, 
the  Air  Force  would  consult  with  the  SHPO  and  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation  during  the  development  and  implementation  of  specific  procedures 
and  mitigation  strategies.  Mitigation  proposed  would  comply  with  the 
appropriate  standards  arxf  guidelines  established  for  historic  preservation 
activities  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  other  federal,  state,  and  local 
regulations,  as  applicable.  A  treatment  plan  arxf  agreement  document,  if 
applicable,  would  be  initiated  by  the  Air  Force,  detailing  the  methods  of 
treatment  of  historic  properties  developed  during  the  consultation  process. 

4.4.6.2  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative.  The  discussion 
related  to  the  transfer,  sale,  or  lease  of  federal  property  presented  in 
Section  4.4.6. 1  is  equally  appropriate  for  this  alternative. 

This  alterrxitive  is  similar  to  the  Proposed  Action,  but  requires  the  acquisition  of 
less  off-base  land  (231  versus  576  acres)  because  there  would  be  no 
development  of  a  major  maintenance  facility.  Consequently,  this  alternative  has 
a  lower  potential  for  affecting  cultural  resources  than  does  the  Proposed  Action. 

Cumu!..tive  Impacts.  The  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative,  in 
combination  with  disposal  of  Chapman  Court,  will  not  result  in  cumulative 
impacts  for  reasons  described  in  the  cumulative  impact  portion  of  Section  4.4.6. 1 . 
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MHigation  Measure*.  Appropriate  mitigation  measures  are  the  same  as  those 
outlined  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

4.4.6.3  Non-Aviation  Alternative.  The  discussion  related  to  the  transfer,  sale, 
oriease  of  federal  property  presented  in  Section  4.4.6. 1  is  applicable  here. 

The  types  of  project-related  effects  that  could  occur  with  the  Non-Aviation 
Alternative  are  similar  to  those  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  Operations  Alternative,  but  non-aviation  reuse  has  the  lowest 
potential  for  impacts.  Reasons  for  the  low  impact  potential  include  (1)  a  lack  of 
off-base  ground  disturbance  associated  with  facility  construction,  (2)  a  lack  of 
new  building  construction  on  base,  and  (3)  little  proposed  demolition  and 
renovation  of  existing  historic  structures  on  base. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  Non-Aviation  Alternative  will  not  result  in  cumulative 
impacts  when  considered  in  combination  with  disposal  of  Chapman  Court  for 
reasons  described  in  the  cumulative  impact  portion  of  Section  4.4.6. 1. 

Mitigation  Measures.  Appropriate  mitigation  measures  are  the  same  as  those 
outlined  for  the  Proposed  Action. 

4.4.6.4  No-Action  Alternative.  Effects  of  this  alternative  would  be  lower  than 
those  for  all  other  alternatives.  Maintenance  and  repair  of  existing  buildings 
during  caretaker  status  may  result  in  physical  changes  to  architectural  qualities 
that  make  historic  structures  potentially  eligible  for  listing  on  the  NRHP.  In 
addition,  some  historic  structures  may  not  receive  maintenance  necessary  to 
preserve  their  structural  integrity.  Modification  or  demolition  of  such  structures 
may  be  deemed  necessary  for  public  health  and  safety.  These  impacts  are  not 
considered  significant,  given  the  application  of  mitigation  measures  described 
for  the  Proposed  Action. 

Because  there  will  be  no  new  construction,  there  is  no  potential  for  effects  on 
paleontological  resources. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  No-Action  Alternative  will  not  result  in  cumulative 
impacts  for  reasons  described  in  the  cumulative  impact  portion  of  Section  4.4.6. 1 . 

Mitigation  Measures.  Preservation  or  data  recovery  for  historic  properties  that 
would  not  be  maintained  under  caretaker  status  would  be  undertaken  in 
compliance  with  standards  and  gukJeiines  described  in  Section  4.4.6. 1 .  Specific 
mitigations  would  be  defined  in  consultation  with  the  SHPO,  and  be  detailed  in  a 
treatment  plan  and  agreement  document,  if  applicable,  initiated  by  the  Air  Force. 
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4.5  SECTION  4(f)  EVALUATION 


Section  4(f)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  provides  that  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation  shaii  n<^  approve  any  transportation-reiated  program  or  (project 
which  requires  the  use  of  any  publicly  owned  land  from  a  public  park,  recreation 
area,  or  wildlife  and  waterfowl  refuge  of  national,  state,  or  local  significance  or 
land  of  an  historic  site  of  rtational,  state,  or  local  significance  as  determined  by 
the  officials  having  jurisdiction  thereof  unless  there  is  no  feasible  or  prudent 
alternative  to  the  use  of  such  land  and  such  program  or  project  includes  all 
possible  planning  to  minimize  harm  resulting  from  the  use.  No  wildlife  or 
waterfowl  refuges  are  located  in  proximity  to  Chanute  AFB.  No  on-base  or 
off-base  recreational  facilities  or  parks  will  be  directly  impacted  as  a  result  of 
construction  activities  for  airport  or  aviation-related  development  purposes.  The 
proposed  reuse  of  the  base  includes  making  some  existing  on-base  facilities 
available  for  public  use  which  would  then  qualify  them  as  Section  4(f)  lands. 
Under  both  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
Alternative,  portions  of  the  parade  grounds,  static  aircraft  display  area,  ballfields, 
and  tennis  courts  would  be  exposed  to  noise  levels  of  less  than  DNL  70  dB.  The 
other  on-base  recreation  facilities  (golf  course.  Heritage  Lake,  youth  center, 
athletic  forum,  arts  and  crafts  facility,  and  bowling  alley)  would  be  exposed  to 
noise  levels  of  less  than  DNL  65  dB  for  both  alternatives.  Land  use  compatibility 
guidelines,  stipulated  in  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration’s  FAR  Part  150, 

'  Airport  Noise  Compatibility  Planning",  indicate  that  these  land  uses  are 
compatible  with  those  noise  exposure  levels.  In  addition,  there  are  no  other 
public  parks  or  recreation  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB  which  would  be 
exposed  to  incompatible  noise  levels.  The  Air  Force  Is  continuing  to  coordinate 
with  the  SHPO  with  regard  to  cultural  resources.  The  SHPO  has  Indicated  that 
the  procedures  for  cultural  resources,  which  are  outlined  in  the  EIS,  appear  to  be 
adequate.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  any  of  the  on-base  buildings  that  may  be 
found  to  be  of  historic  significance  have  been  in  an  area  designated  for  aviation 
use,  and,  therefore,  the  project  should  have  no  adverse  impacts  with  regard  to 
aircraft  noise  and  land  use  incompatibility.  Based  on  this  information,  there 
should  be  no  adverse  impacts  on  Section  4(f)  lands. 

4.6  IRREVERSIBLE  AND  IRRETRIEVABLE  COMMITMENTS  OF  RESOURCES 

Irreversible  and  irretrievable  resource  commitments  are  related  to  the  use  of 
nonrenewable  resources  and  the  effects  that  use  of  these  resources  will  have  on 
future  generations.  Irreversible  effects  primarily  result  from  use  or  destruction  of 
a  specific  resource  (e.g.,  energy  and  minerals)  that  cannot  be  replaced  within  a 
reasonable  time  frame.  Irretrievable  resource  commitments  involve  the  loss  in 
value  of  an  affected  resource  that  cannot  be  restored  as  a  result  of  the  action 
(e.g.,  extinction  of  a  threatened  or  endangered  species  or  the  disturbance  of  a 
cultural  site). 
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Disposal  of  Chanute  AFB  wBI  not  result  In  any  Irreversible  and  Irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources.  Land  reuse  alternatives  may  Involve  the  loss  of 
nonrenewable  resources,  such  as  prime  farmland. 

4.7  RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  SHORT-TERM  USE  AND  LONG-TERM  PRODUCTIVITY 
OF  THE  ENVIRONMENT 

Short-term  uses  of  the  biophysical  components  of  man’s  environment  Include 
direct  construction-related  disturbances  and  direct  Impacts  associated  with  an 
Increase  In  population  and  activity  that  occurs  over  a  period  of  less  than  5  years. 
Long-term  uses  of  man’s  environment  Include  those  Impacts  occurring  over  a 
period  of  more  than  5  years,  including  permanent  resource  loss. 

Short-term  use  based  on  redevelopment  of  Chanute  AFB  will  not  substantially 
differ  from  use  of  the  base  prior  to  closure.  Therefore,  the  long-term  productivity 
of  the  environment  at  Chanute  AFB  will  not  be  significantly  and  adversely 
affected  by  the  proposed  disposal  and  reuse  action. 
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CHAPTER  5 
CONSULTATION 
AND  COORDINATION 


5.0  CONSULTATION  AND  COORDINATION 


The  federal,  state  and  local  agencies  and  private  agencies/organizations  that  were  contacted  during  the 
course  of  preparing  this  Environmental  Impact  Statement  are  listed  below.  Correspondence  with  these 
agencies/organizations  is  on  file  at  the  AFRCE-BMS,  Norton  AFB,  Califomia,  or  is  included  in  Appendices  E 
or  K  of  this  EIS. 

FEDERAL  AGENCIES 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  as  a  cooperating  agency,  provided  comments  on  the  DEIS  that  have 
been  incorporated  into  the  FEIS. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Region  V 
National  Solid  Waste  Management  Association 
United  States  Air  Force,  Chanute  AFB 

The  United  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  provided  a  letter  certifying  that  there 
are  no  threatened  or  endangered  species,  or  other  wildlife,  that  would  be  affected  by  proposed  reuse 
activities  at  Chanute  AFB.  Therefore,  no  further  action  under  Section  7  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  is  required. 

Veterans  Administration 

STATE  AGENCIES 

The  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  as  a  cooperating  agency  in  the  preparation  of  the  EIS,  provided 
extensive  information  and  consultation  services. 

The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  a  letter  to  the  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  indicated  that 
reuse  of  the  base  as  planned  under  the  Proposed  Action  wouid  be  in  compliance  with  Illinois’ 
Farmland  Preservation  Act. 

Illinois  Department  of  Commerce  and  Community  Affairs 

Illinois  Department  of  Conservation,  in  a  letter  to  the  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  indicated  that  no 
known  records  of  state-listed  threatened  or  endangered  species  or  natural  areas  are  present  in  or 
near  the  project  area. 

Illinois  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Illinois  State  Geological  Survey 

The  Illinois  Historic  Preservation  Agency  has  reviewed  the  DEIS  and  coordination  with  this  agency 

continues  with  regard  to  the  determination  of  eligibility  of  potential  historic  structures  on  Chanute 
AFB,  in  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

Iliinois  Natural  History  Survey 
Illinois  State  Board  of  Education 
Illinois  State  Fire  Marshall  Office 
Illinois  Water  Survey 
Sol  Conservation  Service 
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LOCALVREGIONAL  AGENCIES 


County  of  Champaign  Regional  Planning  Commission 
VMIage  of  Rantoul 

PRIVATE  ORGANIZATIONS 

Sodemann  and  Associatea 
Northern  lillrK)i8  Gas  Company 
HMC  Architects 
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CHAPTER  6 
LIST  OF  PREPARERS 
AND  CONTRIBUTORS 


6.0  LIST  OF  PREPARERS  AND  CONTRIBUTORS 


Kathleen  S.  Ames,  IDOT  Environmental  Coordinator 

BA,  1972,  Biological  Science,  Sangamon  State  University,  Springfield,  Illinois 
M.S.,  1983,  Environmental  Engineering,  Southern  Illinois  University,  Carbondale 
Years  of  Experience:  18 
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APPENDIX  A 

GLOSSARY  OF  TERMS  AND  ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS 


Appendix  A  consists  of  a  giossary  of  tenns  and  acronyms/abbreviations  with  definitions  for  such  terms 
used  in  the  Disposai  and  Reuse  EiS  for  Chanute  AFB. 


GLOSSARY  OF  TERMS 

2, 4-D.  (2, 4-dichlorophenoxy)  acetic  acid  -  a  specific  (selective)  organic  herbicide  permitting  eiiminatlon  of 
weeds  without  injury  to  crops.  CAS  #94-75-7. 

2,  4,  5-T.  (2,  4,  5  -  trichiorophenoxy)  acetic  acid  -  a  specific  (seiective)  herbicide  permitting  elimination  of 
weeds  without  Injury  to  crops;  toxic;  use  has  been  restricted.  CAS  #93-76-5. 

A-Weighted  Sound  Level  (dBA).  A  number  representing  the  sound  level  which  is  frequency  weighted 
according  to  a  prescribed  frequency  response  established  by  the  American  National  Standards  Institute 
(ANSI  SI. 4-1 971)  and  accounts  for  the  response  of  the  human  ear. 

Acoustics.  The  science  of  sound  which  Includes  the  generation,  transmission,  and  effects  of  sound  waves, 
both  audible  arxf  inaudible. 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation.  A  19-member  body  appointed,  in  part,  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  advise  the  President  and  Congress  and  to  coordinate  the  actions  of  federal  agencies 
on  matters  relating  to  historic  preservation,  to  comment  on  the  effects  of  such  actions  on  historic  and 
archaeological  cultural  resources,  and  to  perform  other  duties  as  required  by  law  (Public  Law  89-655; 

16  use  470). 

Aesthetics.  Referring  to  the  perception  of  beauty. 

Airshed.  The  air  supply  of  a  given  area. 

Ambient  Air  Quality  Startdards.  Standards  established  on  a  state  or  federal  level  that  define  the  limits  for 
airborne  concentrations  of  designated  “criteria”  pollutants  (nitrogen  dioxide,  sulfur  dioxide,  carbon 
monoxide,  total  suspended  particulates,  ozone,  and  lead)  to  protect  public  health  with  an  adequate  margin 
of  safety  (primary  standards)  and  to  protect  public  welfere,  including  plant  and  animal  life,  visibility,  and 
materials  (secondary  standards). 

Archaeology.  A  scientific  approach  to  the  study  of  human  ecology,  cultural  history,  and  cultural  processes 
through  the  interpretation  of  material  remains. 

Artihict.  Anything  that  owes  Its  shape,  form,  or  placement  to  human  activity,  in  archaedogicai  studies,  the 
term  is  applied  to  portable  objects  (e.g.,  tools  and  the  by-products  of  their  manufacture). 

Asbeetoe.  Any  one  of  six  naturally  occuring  fibrous  minerals  found  in  certain  types  of  rock  formations. 
These  minerals  are  mined  and  processed  for  use  in  Industry,  especially  In  building  materials.  Asbestos 
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fibers  released  into  the  air  nr»y  be  inhaled  by  people,  and  can  cause  health  problems  if  sufficient  quantities 
are  inhaled. 

Asbestos-containing  Material.  As  defined  by  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  any  materiai  that 
contains  more  than  1  percent  asbestos. 

Aquifer.  The  water-bearing  portion  of  subsurface  earth  material  that  yields  or  is  capable  of  yielding  useful 
quantities  of  water  to  wells. 

Attainment  Area.  A  region  that  meets  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  for  a  criteria  pollutant 
under  the  Clean  Air  Act. 

Autoclave.  A  pressurized,  steam-heated  vessel  used  for  the  sterilization  of  materials  to  reduce  the  risk  of 
infection  by  bacteria  or  viruses. 

Average  Annual  Daily  Traffic.  For  a  one-year  period,  the  total  volume  passing  a  point  or  segment  of  a 
highway  facility  in  both  directions,  divided  by  the  number  of  days  in  the  year. 

A  vigational.  Pertaining  to  navigation  by  aircraft. 

Biophysical.  Pertaining  to  the  physical  and  biological  environment,  including  the  environmental  conditions 
crafted  by  man. 

Biota.  The  plant  and  animal  life  of  a  region. 

Carbon  Monoxide  (CO).  A  colorless,  odorless,  poisonous  gas  produced  by  incomplete  fossil-fuel 
combustion.  One  of  the  six  pollutants  for  which  there  is  a  national  ambient  standard.  See  Criteria 
Pollutants. 

Class  I,  II,  and  III  Areas.  Under  the  Clean  Air  Act,  dean  air  areas  are  divided  into  three  classes.  Very  little 
pollution  increase  is  allowed  in  Qass  I  areas,  some  increase  in  C  ass  II  areas,  and  more  in  Gass  III  areas. 
National  parks  and  wilderness  areas  receive  mandatory  Gass  i  protection.  All  other  areas  start  out  as 
Gass  II.  States  can  redassify  Gass  II  areas  up  or  down,  subject  to  federal  requirements. 

Commission.  Approval  certification  by  the  FAA  and  IDOT  for  aeronautical  use  as  an  airport. 

Comprehensive  Plan.  A  public  document,  usually  consisting  of  maps,  text,  and  supporting  materials, 
adopted  and  approved  by  a  local  government  legislative  body,  which  describes  future  land  uses,  goals, 
and  policies. 

Control  Zone.  Controlled  airspace  that  extends  upward  from  the  surface  to  14,500  feet  above  mean  sea 
level.  A  contrd  zone  may  indude  one  or  more  airports  and  is  normally  a  circular  area  with  a  radius  of  5 
statute  miles  and  any  extensions  necessary  to  indude  instrument  approach  arxl  departure  paths. 

Corrosive.  A  material  that  has  the  ability  to  cause  visible  destruction  of  living  tissue  and  has  a  destructive 
effect  on  other  substances.  An  acid  or  a  base. 

Criteria  Pollutants.  The  Gean  Air  Act  required  the  Environnwntal  Protection  Agency  to  set  air  quaiity 
standards  for  common  and  widespread  pollutants  after  preparing  "criteria  documents"  summarizing 
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scientific  knowledge  on  their  heaith  effects.  Today  there  are  standards  in  effect  for  six  “criteria  pollutants"; 
sulfur  dioxide  (SO2),  carbon  monoxide  (CO),  particulate  matter  (PM),  nitrogen  dioxi  le  (NO2),  ozone  (O3), 
and  lead  (Pb). 

Cultural  Resources.  Objects,  sites,  structures,  buildings,  districts,  or  any  other  physical  remain  used  by 
humans  in  the  past.  These  nonrenewable  resources  may  be  prehistoric,  historic,  acrchitectural,  or  archival 
in  nature. 

Cumulative  Impacts.  The  combined  impacts  resulting  from  all  activities  occurring  concurrently  at  a  given 
location. 

Cytotoxic.  Lethal  to  living  cells. 

Day-Night  Average  Sound  Level  (DNL).  The  24-hour  average-energy  sound  level  expressed  in  decibels, 
with  a  10-decibei  penalty  added  to  sound  levels  between  10:00  p.m.  and  7:00  a  m.  to  account  for  increased 
annoyance  due  to  noise  during  night  hours. 

Decibel  (dB).  A  unit  of  measurement  on  a  logarithmic  scale  which  describes  the  magnitude  of  a  particular 
quantity  of  sound  pressure  or  power  with  respect  to  a  standard  reference  value. 

Determination  of  Eligibility.  Finding  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or  his  designee  that  a  district,  site, 
building,  structure,  or  object  meets  the  criteria  for  listing  on  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

Easement.  A  right  or  privilege  (agreement)  that  a  person  may  have  on  another’s  property. 

Effluent.  Wastewater  discharge  from  a  wastewater  treatment  facility. 

Endangered  Species.  A  species  that  is  threatened  with  extinction  throughout  all  or  a  significant  portion  of 
its  range. 

Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process.  The  process  of  conducting  environmental  studies  as  outlined 
in  Air  Force  Regulation  19-2. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA).  The  independent  federal  agency,  established  in  1970,  that 
regulates  environmental  matters  and  oversees  the  implementation  of  environmental  laws. 

Frequency.  The  time  rate  (number  of  times  per  second)  that  the  wave  of  sound  repeats  itself,  or  that  a 
vibrating  object  repeats  itself -now  expressed  in  Hertz  (Hz),  formerly  in  cycles  per  second  (cps). 

Friable.  Easily  crumbled  or  ground  into  powder. 

Fungicides.  Any  substance  that  kills  or  inhibits  the  growth  of  fungi. 

Habituate.  To  become  accustomed  to  frequent  repetition  or  prolonged  exposure. 

Hazardous  Material.  Generally,  a  substance  or  mixture  of  substances  that  has  the  capability  of  either 
causing  or  significantly  contributing  to  an  increase  in  mortality  or  an  increase  in  serious  irreversible  or 
incapacitating  reversible  illness;  or  posing  a  substantial  present  or  potential  risk  to  hunran  health  or  the 
environment.  Use  of  these  materials  is  regulated  by  Department  of  Transportation  (DuT),  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  (OSHA),  and  Superhjnd  Amendments  Reauthorization  Act  (SARA). 
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Hazardous  Waste.  A  waste,  or  combination  of  wastes,  which,  because  of  its  quantity,  concentration,  or 
physical,  chemical,  or  Infectious  characteristics,  may  either  cause,  or  significantly  contribute  to,  an  increase 
in  mortality  or  an  increase  in  serious  irreversible  illness;  or  pose  a  substantial  present  or  potential  hazard  to 
human  health  or  the  environment  when  improperly  treated,  stored,  transported,  disposed  of,  or  otherwise 
managed.  Regulated  under  the  Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  (RCRA). 

Heavy  metals.  A  meted  (e.g.,  lead,  mercury,  cadmium,  and  chromium)  of  atomic  weight  greater  than 
sodium  (a.w.-22.9  grams/molecule)  that  forms  soaps  on  reaction  with  fatty  acids. 

Herbicides.  A  pesticide  (q.v.),  either  organic  or  inorganic,  used  to  destroy  unwanted  vegetation,  especially 
various  types  of  weeds,  grasses,  and  woody  plants. 

Historic  Context.  An  organizing  structure  for  interpreting  history  that  groups  information  about  historic 
properties  that  share  a  common  theme,  common  geographical  area,  and  a  common  time  period.  The 
development  of  historic  contexts  is  a  foundation  for  decisions  about  the  planning,  identification,  evaluation, 
registration,  and  treatment  of  historic  properties,  based  upon  comparative  historic  significance. 

Historic  Integrity.  The  unimpaired  ability  of  a  property  to  convey  its  historical  significance. 

Historic  Property/Resource.  A  building,  site,  district,  object,  or  structure  evaluated  as  historically 
significant. 

Hush  House.  A  structure  designed  to  suppress  engine  testing  noise. 

Hydrocarbons  (HC).  Any  of  a  vast  family  of  compounds  containing  hydrogen  and  carbon.  Used  loosely 
to  Include  many  organic  compounds  in  various  combinations;  most  fossil  fuels  are  composed 
predomir^tely  of  hydrocarbons.  When  hydrocarbons  mix  with  nitrogen  oxides  in  the  presence  of  sunlight, 
ozone  is  formed:  hydrocarbons  in  the  atmosphere  contribute  to  the  formation  of  ozone. 

Impacts.  An  assesment  of  the  meaning  of  changes  in  all  attributes  being  studied  for  a  given  resource;  an 
aggregation  of  all  the  adverse  effects,  usually  measured  using  a  qualitative  and  nominally  subjective 
technique.  In  this  EIS,  as  well  as  in  the  CEQ  regulations,  the  work  impact  is  used  synonymously  with  the 
word  effects. 

Infrastructure.  The  basic  installations  and  facilities  on  which  the  continuance  and  growth  of  a  community, 
state,  etc.,  depend,  e.g.,  roads,  schools,  power  plants,  transportations,  and  communication  systems,  etc. 

Integrated  Concept  Plan.  The  combined  features  and  ideas  of  the  three  studies  (Urban  Land  Institute 
[UU],  Crawford,  Murphy  and  Tilley,  Incorporated  [CMT],  and  EDAW,  Incorporated)  of  alternate  ways  that 
Chanute  AFB  could  be  developed  into  civilian  use  incorporated  into  a  single  integrated  land  use  concept. 

Interstate.  The  designated  National  System  of  Interstate  and  Defense  Highways  located  in  both  rural  and 
urban  areas;  they  connect  the  East  and  West  coasts  and  extend  from  points  on  the  Canadian  border  to 
various  points  on  the  Mexican  border. 

L«q.  The  equivalent  steady  state  sourKf  level  which  in  a  stated  period  of  time  would  contain  the  same 
acoustical  energy  as  time-varying  souixJ  level  during  the  same  period. 

Lmax.  The  highest  A-weighted  sound  level  observed  during  a  single  event  of  any  duration. 
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Lead  (Pb).  A  heavy  metal  used  in  many  industries,  which  can  accumulate  in  the  body  and  cause  a  variety 
erf  negative  effects.  One  erf  the  six  pollutants  for  which  there  is  a  national  ambient  air  quality  standard.  See 
Criteria  Pollutants. 

Lent.  A  geologic  deposit  bounded  by  converging  surfaces  (at  least  one  of  which  is  curved),  thick  in  the 
middle  and  thinning  toward  the  edges. 

Level  of  Service  (LOS).  In  transportation  analyses,  a  qualitative  measure  describing  operational 
conditions  within  a  traffic  stream  and  how  they  are  perceived  by  motorists  and/or  passengers.  In  public 
services,  a  measure  describing  the  amount  of  public  services  (e.g.,  fire  protection  and  law  enforcement 
services)  available  to  community  residents,  generally  expressed  as  the  number  of  personnel  providing  the 
services  per  1 ,000  population. 

Loudness.  The  qualitative  Judgement  of  intensity  of  a  sound  by  a  human  being. 

Masking.  The  action  of  bringing  one  sound  (audible  when  heard  alone)  to  inaudibility  or  to  unintelligibility 
by  the  introduction  of  another  sound. 

Mitigation.  A  method  or  action  to  reduce  or  eliminate  program  impacts. 

MUDS  Study.  The  Maintenance  and  Upgrade  of  Drainage  Systems  studies  evaluate  storm  drainage 
system  capacity  problems  and  maintenance  needs,  and  provide  recommendations  for  major  structural 
modifications  to  the  system  and  maintenance  programs. 

Multiple  Family  Housing.  Townhouse  or  apartment  units  that  accommodate  more  than  one  family 
though  each  dwelling  unit  is  only  occupied  by  one  household. 

National  Ambient  Air  Quaiity  Standards  (NAAQS).  Section  109  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  requires  EPA  to  set 
nationwide  standards,  the  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards,  for  widespread  air  pollutants.  Currently, 
six  poilutants  are  regulated  by  primary  and  secondary  NAAQS -carbon  monoxide,  lead,  nitrogen  dioxide, 
ozone,  particulate  matter  (PM-10),  and  sulfur  dioxide.  See  Criteria  Pollutants. 

National  Priority  List.  A  list  of  sites  (federal  and  state)  that  contain  hazardous  materials  that  may  cause  an 
unreasonable  risk  to  the  health  and  safety  of  individuals  property,  or  the  environment. 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places.  A  register  of  districts,  sites,  buildings,  structures,  and  objects 
important  in  American  history,  architecture,  archaeology,  and  culture,  maintained  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  under  authority  of  Section  2(b)  of  the  Historic  Sites  Act  of  1 935  and  Section  1 01  (a)  (1 )  of  the 
National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 

Native  Americans.  Used  in  a  collective  sense  to  refer  to  individuals,  bands,  or  tribes  who  trace  their 
ancestry  to  indigenous  populations  of  North  America  prior  to  Euro-American  contact. 

Native  Vegetation.  Plant  life  that  occurs  naturally  in  an  area  without  agricultural  or  cultivational  efforts.  It 
does  not  include  species  that  have  been  introduced  from  other  geographical  areas  and  become 
naturalized. 
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NKrogen  Dioxide  (NO2).  Gas  formed  primarily  from  atmospheric  nitrogen  and  oxygen  when  combustion 
takes  place  at  high  temperature.  NO2  emissions  contribute  to  acid  deposition  and  formation  of  atmosphere 
ozone.  One  of  the  six  pollutants  for  which  there  is  a  national  ambient  standard.  See  Criteria  Pollutants. 

Nitrogen  oxides  (NOx).  Gases  formed  primarily  by  fuel  combustion  which  contribute  to  the  formation  of 
acid  rain.  Hydrocarbons  arxi  nitrogen  oxides  combine  in  the  presence  of  sunlight  to  form  ozone,  a  major 
constituent  of  smog. 

Noise.  Any  sound  that  is  undesirable  because  it  interferes  with  speech  and  hearing,  or  is  intense  enough 
to  damage  hearing,  or  is  otherwise  annoying  (unwanted  sound). 

Noise  Attenuation.  The  reduction  of  a  noise  level  from  a  source  by  such  means  as  distance,  ground 
effects,  or  shielding. 

Contour.  A  curve  connecting  points  of  equal  noise  exposure  on  a  map.  Noise  exposure  is  often 
expressed  using  the  average  day-night  sound  level,  DNL 

Nonattainment  Area.  An  area  that  has  been  designated  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  or  the 
appropriate  state  air  quality  agency,  as  exceeding  one  or  more  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards. 

Ozone  (ground  level).  A  major  ingredient  of  smog.  Ozone  is  produced  from  reactions  of  hydrocarbons 
and  nitrogen  oxides  in  the  presence  of  sunlight  and  heat.  Some  68  areas,  mostly  metropolitan  areas,  did 
not  meet  a  December  31 , 1987,  deadline  in  the  Clean  Air  Act  for  attaining  the  ambient  air  quality  standard 
for  ozone. 

Paleontological  Remaina/Reaourcea.  Fossilized  organic  remains  from  past  geologic  periods. 

Paleozoic.  An  era  of  geologic  time  extending  from  about  570  to  about  225  million  years  ago 
pH.  Degree  of  acidity  or  alkalinity. 

Pesticides.  Any  substance,  organic  or  inorganic,  used  to  destroy  or  inhibit  the  action  of  plant  or  animal 
pests;  the  term  thus  includes  insecticides,  herbicides,  rodenticides,  miticides,  etc.  Virtually  all  pesticides 
are  toxic  to  man  to  a  greater  or  lesser  degree.  They  vary  in  biodegradability. 

Phenolic  Compounds.  Of,  relating  to,  containing,  or  derived  from  phenol,  which  is  a  caustic,  poisonous, 
white  crystalline  compound  (CsNsOH)  derived  from  benzene  and  used  in  resins,  disinfectants,  plastics,  and 
pharmaceuticals. 

Pitch.  The  subjective  quality  of  a  sound,  which  determines  its  position  in  a  musical  scale.  Pitch  depends 
upon  the  frequency  of  air  vibrations  and,  therefore,  upon  the  frequency  of  the  vibrating  source. 

Polychlorinated  Biphenyls  (PCBs).  Any  of  a  family  of  irxjustrial  compounds  produced  by  chlorination  of 
biphenyl.  These  compounds  are  noted  chiefly  as  an  environmental  pollutant  that  accumulates  in 
organisms  and  concentrates  in  the  food  chain  with  resultant  pathogenic  and  tetratogenic  effects.  They  also 
decompose  very  slowly. 

Prehistoric.  The  period  of  time  before  the  written  record. 
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Prtvantion  of  Significant  Deterioration  (PSD).  In  the  1977  Amendments  to  the  Clean  Air  Act,  Congress 
mandated  that  areas  with  air  cleaner  than  required  by  national  ambient  air  quality  standards  must  be 
protected  from  significant  deterioration.  The  Clean  Air  Act’s  PSD  program  consists  of  two 
elements -requirements  for  best  available  control  technology  on  major  new  or  modified  sources,  and 
compliance  with  an  air  quality  increment  system. 

Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration  Area.  A  requirement  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (160  et  seq.)  that  limits 
the  increases  in  ambient  air  pollutant  concentrations  in  clean  air  areas  to  certain  increments  even  though 
ambient  air  quality  standards  are  met. 

Primary  Roads.  A  consolidated  system  of  connected  main  roads  important  to  regional,  statewide,  and 
interstate  travel;  they  consist  of  rural  arterial  routes  arxl  their  extensions  into  and  through  urban  areas  of 
5,000  or  more  population. 

Quaternary.  The  second  period  of  the  geologic  Cenozoic  Era,  *  hich  began  2  to  3  million  years  ago  and 
extends  to  the  present. 

Raptors.  Predatory;  said  especially  of  birds  of  prey. 

Reconstruction  (runway).  Removal  of  surface  concrete.  Use  of  old  concrete  as  aggregate  for  surface 
coarse.  Addition  of  new  concrete  to  surface. 

Reliever  Airport.  An  airport  that  provides  substantial  capacity  or  instrument  training  support  to  a 
commercial  service  airport. 

Single-Family  Housing.  A  conventionally  build  house  consisting  of  a  single  dwelling  unit  occupied  by  one 
household. 

Site.  As  it  relates  to  cultural/resources,  any  location  where  humans  have  altered  the  terrain  or  discarded 
artifacts. 

Sludge.  A  heavy,  slimy  deposit,  sediment,  or  mass  resulting  from  industrial  activity;  solids  removed  from 
wastewater. 

Solvent.  A  substance  that  dissolves  or  can  dissolve  another  substance. 

Sound.  The  auditory  sensation  evoked  by  the  compression  and  rarefaction  of  the  air  or  other  transmitting 
medium. 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer.  The  official  within  each  state,  authorized  by  the  State  at  the  request 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  to  act  as  liaison  for  purposes  of  implementing  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act. 

Statute  Mile.  A  unit  of  linear  measure  equal  to  5,280  feet. 

Sulfur  Dioxide  (SOe).  A  toxic  gas  that  is  produced  when  fossil  fuels,  such  as  coal  and  oil,  are  burned. 

SO2  is  the  main  pollutant  involved  in  the  formation  of  acid  rain.  SOa  also  can  irritate  the  upper  respiratory 
tract  and  cause  lung  damage.  During  1980,  some  27  million  tons  of  sulfur  dioxide  were  emitted  in  the  U.S., 
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according  the  Office  of  Technoiogy  Assessment.  The  major  source  of  SO2  In  the  U.S.  Is  coal-burning 
electric  utilities. 

Threatened  Species.  Plant  and  wildlife  species  likely  to  become  endangered  in  the  foreseeable  future. 

Total  Suspended  Particulates  (TSP).  The  particulate  matter  in  the  ambient  air.  The  previous  national 
ambient  air  quality  standard  for  particulates  was  based  on  TSP  levels;  it  was  replaced  in  1987  by  an 
ambient  standard  based  on  PM-10  levels. 

Transition  Zone.  Controlled  airspace  designed  to  contain  instrument  flight  rules  operations  during 
portions  of  the  terminal  operation  and  while  transiting  between  the  terminal  and  enroute  environment. 

Trichloroethylene.  An  organic  solvent. 

Unified  Soil  Classification  System.  A  rapid  method  for  identifying  and  grouping  soils  for  military 
construction.  Soils  are  grouped  by  grain-size,  gradation,  and  liquid  limit. 

Wetlands.  Areas  that  are  inundated  or  saturated  with  surface  or  groundwater  at  a  frequency  and  duration 
sufficient  to  support  a  prevalence  of  vegetation  typically  adapted  for  life  In  saturated  soil.  This  classification 
includes  swamps,  marshes,  bogs,  aixf  similar  areas. 

Zoning.  The  division  of  a  municipality  (or  county)  into  districts  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  land  use, 
types  of  building,  required  yards,  necessary  off-street  parking,  and  other  prerequisites  to  development. 
Zones  are  generally  shown  on  a  map  atxl  the  text  of  the  zoning  ordinance  specifies  requirements  for  each 
zoning  category. 
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ACRONYMS/ABBREVIATIONS 


AADT 

ACM 

ACOE 

AFB 

AGL 

ALSF 

ANSI 

ARSA 

ASV 

ATCT 

BCRA 

BTEX 

CEQ 

CERCLA 

CFR 

CIPS 

CO 

CTTC 

dB 

DERP 

ONL 

DOD 

DOT 

DRMO 

EIS 

EPA 

FAA 

FAR 

FHWA 

FIFRA 

FS 

FY 

gal 

gpd 

gpm 

HABS 

HIRL 

hp 

lAAQS 

ICR 


Average  Annual  Daily  Traffic 
Asbestos-containing  materials 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
Air  Force  Base 
Above  ground  level 

Approach  light  system  with  sequenced  flashing  lights 

American  National  Standards  Institute 

Airport  Radar  Service  Area 

Annual  Service  Volume 

Air  Traffic  Control  Tower 

Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act  (Public  Law  100-526) 
Benzene,  toluene,  ethylbenzene,  and  xylene 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Response,  Compensation 
and  Liability  Act 
Code  of  Federal  Regiriations 
Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company 
Carbon  monoxide 
Chanute  Technical  Training  Center 
decibel 

Defense  Environments^  Restoration  Program 

Day-night  average  sound  level 

Department  of  Defense 

Department  of  Transportation 

Defense  Reutiiization  and  Marketing  Office 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Federal  Aviation  Regulations 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  RodentickJe  Act 

Feasibility  Study 

fiscal  year 

gallon 

gallons  per  day 

gallons  per  minute 

Historic  American  BuKdlng  Survey 

High  Intensity  Runway  Lights 

horsepower 

Illinois  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
Illinois  Central  Railroad 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


A-9 


IDOT 

Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 

lEPA 

Illinois  Envircnmentai  Protection  Agency 

IFR 

Instrument  flight  rules 

ILS 

Instrument  landing  system 

IMEA 

Illinois  Municipal  Electric  Authority 

INM 

Integrated  Noise  Model 

IRP 

Installation  Restoration  Program 

ISCST 

Industrial  Source  Complex  Short-Term  Model 

kV 

kilovolt 

kwh 

kilowatt-hour 

kVA 

kilovolt-ampere 

LOS 

Level  of  Service 

LTO 

Landing  and  take-off 

MALSR 

Medium  Intensity  Approach  Light  System  -  Runway  Alignment 

indicator  Lights 

MCLs 

Maximum  contaminant  ievels 

MGO 

Miliion  gallons  per  day 

MITL 

Medium  Intensity  Taxiway  Lights 

MOU 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

mph 

Miles  per  hour 

msl 

mean  sea  level 

MUDS 

Maintenance  and  Upgrade  of  Drainage  Systems  Study 

MW 

megawatts 

MWH 

megawatt-hours 

NAAQS 

National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 

NEPA 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 

NESHAP 

National  Emissions  Standards  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants 

NHPA 

National  Historic  Preservation  Act 

NIGC 

Northern  Illinois  Gas  Company 

NO2 

Nitrogen  dioxide 

NOx 

Nitrogen  oxides 

NPDES 

National  Pollution  Discharge  Elimination  System  Permit 

NP1AS 

National  Plan  of  Integrated  Airport  Systems 

NPL 

NatkxuU  Priorities  List 

NRHP 

National  Register  of  Historic  Places 

O3 

Ozone 

OSHA 

Occupational  Safety  arxl  Health  Administration 

PA 

Preliminary  Assessment 

PA/SI 

Preliminary  Assessment/Site  Inspection 

Pb 

Lead 

PCBs 

Polychlorinated  biphenyls 

pci/l 

picocuries  per  liter 

PM10 

Particulate  matter  less  than  10  microns  In  diameter 

POLs 

Petroleum,  oils,  and  lubricants 
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ppb 

part  per  billion 

ppm 

part  per  million 

PSD 

Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 

psi 

pourxjs  per  square  inch 

RA 

Remedial  Action 

RAMP 

Radon  Assessment  and  Mitigation  Program 

RCRA 

Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act 

RD 

Remedial  Design 

RD/RA 

Remedial  Design/Remediation  Actions 

REIL 

Runway  End  Identification  Lights 

Rl 

Remedial  Investigation 

RI/FS 

Remedial  Investigation/Feasibility  Study 

ROD 

Record  of  Decision  (presented  in  Appendix  B  of  this  EIS) 

ROI 

Region  of  Influence 

RPZ 

Runway  Protection  Zone 

RVR 

Runway  Visual  Range 

SARA 

Superfund  Amendments  Reauthorization  Act 

SCS 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

SEL 

Sound  exposure  level 

SHPO 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

SI 

Site  Inspection 

SO2 

Sulfur  dioxide 

STI 

Speech  Transmission  Index 

TCE 

Trichloroethylene 

THC 

Total  hydrocarbons 

TRACON 

Terminal  Radar  Approach  Control  (control  of  air  traffic) 

TSCA 

Toxic  Substances  and  Control  Act 

TSP 

Total  suspended  particulates 

micrograms  per  cubic  meter 

uses 

Unified  Soil  Gassification  System 

USFWS 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

USGS 

U.S.  Geological  Survey 

UST 

Underground  Storage  Tank 

VADI 

Visual  Approach  Descent  Indicators 

VFR 

Visual  Right  Rules 

VOCs 

Volatile  organic  compounds 

VOR 

Very  high  frequency  omnirange 

VORTAC 

Very  high  frequency  Omni-Directional  Range  Tactical  Air  Navigation 

WWTP 

Wastewater  treatment  plant 
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CHANUTE  AFB  CLOSURE  EIS  RECORD  OF  DECISION 


The  following  Record  of  Decision  for  the  Chanute  AFB  Closure  EIS  was  formally  made  during  March  1990 
by  James  F.  Boatright,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (Installations).  This  ROD  has  been 
retyped  for  the  purposes  of  reproduction  and  legibility  in  this  document. 


RECORD  OF  DECISION 
CLOSURE  OF  CHANUTE  AIR  FORCE  BASE 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  was  prepared  to  assess  the  potential  environmental 
impacts  resulting  from  the  closure  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  (AFB).  The  closure  is  the  result  of  the  Base 
Closure  and  Realignment  Act  (Public  Law  100-526)  and  recommendations  of  the  Defense  Secretary's 
Commission  on  Base  Realignment  and  Closure.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  approved  those 
recommendations  and  announced  that  the  Department  of  Defense  would  implement  them.  The  Congress 
did  not  pass  a  Joint  Resolution  disapproving  the  recommendations  within  the  time  allotted  by  the  Act. 
Therefore,  the  Act  now  requires  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  aa  a  matter  of  law,  to  implement  those  closures 
and  realignments.  The  withdrawal  of  personnel  and  the  closure  of  Chanute  AFB  will  be  implemented  by 
relocating  the  mission  and  related  support  activities  of  the  Chanute  Technical  Training  Center  to  existing 
technical  training  centers  at  Sheppard,  Keesler,  Lowry  and  Goodfellow  AFBs. 

The  Act  also  makes  the  Secretary  of  Defense  responsible  for  management  and  disposal  of  the  closed 
bases.  Therefore,  in  addition  to  the  EIS  on  closure  of  Chanute  AFB,  a  second  EIS  will  be  prepared  on  the 
final  disposition  of  base  property.  This  second  EIS  will  address  potential  reuse  of  the  base  and  the 
environmental  and  socioeconomic  implications  of  the  various  reuse  opportunities.  The  Air  Force  will 
include  in  the  second  EIS  proposals  from  the  civilian  community  reuse  plans. 

The  environmental  impacts  of  closing  Chanute  AFB  tend  to  be  negligible  or  positive.  Operation  of  a  major 
installation  creates  environmental  impacts:  removal  of  the  operation  lessens  them.  This  Is  not  entirely  true, 
since  some  activities,  like  the  base's  Fish  and  Wildlife  Management  Plan,  are  undertaken  to  enhance  the 
environment.  Also,  inadequate  maintenance  of  the  property  pending  final  disposal  could  create  adverse 
impacts.  In  the  aggregate,  however,  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  closure  are  expected  to  be  benign. 

important  contributors  to  that  assessment  are  the  various  commitments  the  Air  Force  has  made  to  study 
and  respond  to  potential  problems.  Although  some  of  these  commitments  are  legal  requirements,  they  all 
are  consistent  with  the  Air  Force’s  desire  to  close  the  base  safely  and  carefully.  Listed  below  is  a  brief 
summary  of  the  major  commitments  made  in  the  EIS: 

clean  up  and  remove  all  PCB-contaminated  devices;  coordinate  actions  with  EPA; 

survey  all  buildings  arxj  housing  units  for  asbestos,  hoping  to  finish  by  August  1990;  develop 
a  plan  to  respond  to  what  Is  found; 
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develop  a  management  plan  for  Underground  Storage  Tanks  (USTs)  by  AprH  1990;  Inventory 
and  test  all  UST  systems  for  leaks;  remove  leaking  USTs;  coordinate  actions  with  the  Illinois 
State  Fire  Marshai  and  EPA  Region  V; 

dispose  of  oilAvater  separators  except  those  needed  after  closure,  which  will  be 
decontaminated  in  accordance  with  state  and  federal  requirements; 

drain  above-ground  bulk  storage  lanks  and  purge  them  of  flammable  gases; 

dispose  of  waste  at  the  hazardous  waste  storage  facility  in  accordance  with  an  EPA  and 
state-approved  closure  plan; 

initiate  a  radon  survey;  develop  a  mitigation  pian  after  the  results  of  the  year-long  study  are 
obtained  in  1991; 

evaluate  buildings  in  the  Old  Main  Base  area  for  historic  significance,  both  individually  and 
as  an  historic  district;  coordinate  results  with  the  State  Illinois  Preservation  Officer  and  the 
/.  visory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation; 

continue  Installation  Restoration  Program  (iRP);  investigate  aryj  remediate  contaminated 
sites  as  needed  for  as  long  as  needed;  coordinate  decisions  on  the  dean  up  of 
contaminated  sites  with  EPA  Region  V  and  the  State  of  Illinois; 

award  a  Curetaker  contract  to  maintain  the  base  buildings  and  grounds;  and 

help  with  a  solution  to  the  impacts  on  Rantoui’s  wastev  ater  treatment  plant. 


Necessarily,  many  of  these  commitments  are  to  processes.  The  detailed  statement  of  those  processes  will 
often  be  dependent  on  investigations  and  coordinations  still  in  progress.  Thus,  the  Final  EIS  could  not 
always  provide  some  of  the  specificity  desired  by  commentors.  The  lack  of  specificity,  however,  Is  not  an 
indication  of  a  lack  of  interest;  the  Air  Force  is  committed  to  a  dosure  responsive  to  environmental 
concerns,  and  will  work  with  Federal  and  state  agencies  to  achieve  that  result. 

The  only  significant  environmental  impact  disclosed  by  the  EIS  is  to  the  local  wastewater  treatment  facility. 
The  dosure  of  Chanute  will  result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  50%  of  the  average  daily  flow  to  the 
treatment  facility.  That  will  greatly  affect  the  pumping  facilities,  the  darifiers  and  packed  tower  reactors,  the 
pressure  and  gravity  piping  systems,  the  sludge  harxlling  ^cilities,  but  will  not  reduce  requirements  for 
plant  O&M  staff.  It  will  result  in  a  deterioration  of  wastewater  quality,  operational  difficulties,  increased 
operating  costs,  and  potentially  hazardous  conditions  for  tfie  treatment  facility.  In  summary,  the  loss  of 
flow  from  Chanute  will  result  in  numerous  operating  problems,  some  requiring  capital  improvements  to 
correct.  It  will  also  result  in  a  45  to  50  percent  loss  in  revenue  with  almost  no  drop  in  operation  artd 
maintenance  expenses. 

The  Village  of  Rantoul  has  yet  to  state  its  preferred  approach  for  dealing  with  this  problem.  EPA  Region  V 
asked  the  Air  Force  to  promise  to  implement  measures  which  would  allow  the  facility  to  continue  operating 
properly.  The  Air  Force  cannot  go  so  far,  but  we  are  continuing  to  discuss  the  problem  with  the 
responsible  agencies  and  are  committed  to  aiding  in  a  solution.  For  example,  the  Air  Force  will  maintain 
the  connection  to  the  municipal  treatment  plant  up  to  five  years  past  the  dosure  of  Chanute.  This  will 
accommodate  infiltration/inflow,  which  it  approximately  25%  of  the  total  flow.  In  addition,  we  expect  that 
reuse  of  the  base  will  help  mitigate  the  problem. 
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A  number  of  comments  raised  concerns  about  deterioration  of  base  facilities  after  the  base  doses  but 
before  they  are  transferred  to  another  party.  As  described  above,  a  caretaker  contract  will  be  Issued  to 
maintain  the  base  buildings  and  grounds.  The  caretaker  responsibilities  will  include  maintaining  heating  in 
buildings  to  forestall  deterioration,  limited  ground  maintenance,  maintenance  of  the  water  system,  and 
restriction  of  access  to  the  base. 

A  concern  raised  in  the  EIS  was  the  possible  negative  impact  on  the  plant  and  animal  habitat  on  Chanute 
AFB  if  the  recommendations  in  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Management  Plan  are  not  carried  out  before  dosure  of 
the  base.  A  new  Fish  and  Wildlife  Management  Plan  wiii  be  completed  by  October  1990.  This  plan  wUI  lay 
the  foundation  for  proper  management  of  the  fish  and  wildlife  habitat  at  Chanute  AFB  throughout  the 
closure  process.  The  caretaker  contract  will  indude  protection  of  these  habitats  until  transfer  of  base 
property  to  another  party. 

Comments  also  questioned  whether  the  Air  Force’s  commitment  to  the  cleanup  of  hazardous  waste  sites 
would  continue  after  the  base  dosed.  The  Air  Force’s  Installation  Restoration  Program  (IRP)  is  a  part  of  a 
larger  Department  of  Defense  program  designed  to  Identify  and  fully  evaluate  suspected  contamination 
associated  with  past  hazardous  waste  disposal  practices  and  to  control  hazards  to  human  health  and  the 
environment  resulting  from  past  operations.  The  IRP  at  Chanute  will  not  be  affected  by  dosure.  The  IRP  is 
independent  of  the  base  dosure  process  and  will  corttinue,  as  needed,  after  the  military  mission  has  ended. 

Through  the  IRP  the  Air  Force  will  thoroughly  investigate  and  remediate  contaminated  sites  as  needed. 

This  cleanup  will  be  done  in  accordance  with  DOD's  worst-first  priority  model  and  will  be  performed  with 
funds  appropriated  by  Congress.  The  Air  Force  fully  expects  funding  to  be  available  to  complete  deanup 
activKies  at  Chanute  AFB. 

The  Air  Force  will  be  responsible  for  on-base  contamination  that  might  be  caused  by  Air  Force  activities  at 
any  stage  of  the  dosure  and  reuse  process.  No  property  requiring  deanup  will  be  transferred  prior  to  the 
Air  Force  completing  required  deanup.  Cleanup  activities  will  be  accomplished  in  accordance  with 
Federal,  state  and  Air  Force  regulations.  The  Air  Force,  EPA  Region  V,  and  the  State  of  Illinois  will  be 
involved  in  decisions  on  the  dean  up  of  contaminated  sites. 

In  light  of  ail  of  the  above,  I  have  decided  to  proceed  with  the  closure  of  Chanute  AFB  in  accordance  with 
the  approaches  described  in  the  EIS  and  this  Record  of  Decision. 


.Date  _ ^Signature 

James  F.  Boatright 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (Installations) 
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RECORD  OF  NOTIFICATION 


The  following  notice  of  intent  was  circulated  and  published  by  the  Air  Force  in  order  to  provide  public 
notice  of  the  Air  Force's  intent  to  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  of  disposal  and  reuse  of 
Chanute  Air  Force  Base.  This  Notice  of  Intent  has  been  retyped  for  the  purposes  of  clarity  and  legibility. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENT 

TO  PREPARE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
DISPOSAL7REUSE  OF  CHANUTE  AFB,  ILUNOIS 


The  United  States  Air  Force  will  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  to  assess  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  of  disposal  and  reuse  of  the  property  that  is  now  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  (AFB)  in 
Rantoul,  Illinois.  On  March  26, 1990  the  Air  Force  signed  a  Record  of  Decision  for  closure  of  Chanute  AFB. 
The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  will  participate  in  this  environmental  impact  analysis  process  as  a 
cooperating  agency. 

The  disposal/reuse  EIS  will  address  disposal  of  the  property  to  public  or  private  entities  artd  the  potential 
impacts  of  reuse  alternatives.  All  available  property  will  be  disposed  of  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  the 
Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act,  Public  Law  100-526,  and  applicable  federal  property  disposal 
regulations. 

The  Air  Force  is  planning  to  conduct  a  scoping  meeting  to  determine  the  environmental  issues  and 
concerns  to  be  analyzed,  and  to  solicit  proposed  disposal/reuse  alternatives  that  should  be  addressed  in 
the  EIS.  In  soliciting  disposal/reuse  inputs,  the  Air  Force  intends  to  consider  all  reasonable  alternatives 
offered  by  any  Federal,  state,  and  local  government  agency  and  any  Federally-sponsored  or  private  entity 
or  individual  with  an  interest  in  acquiring  available  property  at  Chanute  AFB.  These  alternatives  will  be 
analyzed  in  the  EIS.  The  resulting  environmental  impacts  will  be  used  in  making  disposal  decisions  to  be 
documented  in  the  Air  Force's  Final  Disposal  Plan  for  Chanute  AFB.  The  meeting  for  this  action  will  take 
place  on  12  September  1990  at  7:00  p.m.  in  the  Rantoul  Civic  Center,  Rantoul,  Illinois. 

To  ensure  the  Air  Force  will  have  sufficient  time  to  consider  public  inputs  on  issues  to  be  included  in  the 
disposal/reuse  EIS  and  disposal  alternatives  to  be  Included  In  the  Final  Disposal  Plan,  comments  and  reuse 
proposals  should  be  fonwarded  to  the  address  listed  below  by  28  September  1990.  However,  the  Air  Force 
will  accept  comments  at  the  address  below  at  any  time  during  the  environmental  impact  analysis  process. 

For  further  information  concerning  the  study  of  Chanute  AFB  disposal/reuse  and  the  EIS  activities,  contact 

Lt.  Col.  Tom  Bartol 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 
(714)  382^891  
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FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

MAILING  LIST 


This  list  of  recipients  includes  interested  federal,  state  and  local  agencies,  and  Individuals  who  have 
expressed  an  interest  in  receiving  the  document.  This  list  also  includes  the  governor  of  Illinois  as  well  as 
United  States  senators  and  representatives  and  state  legislators. 


ELECTED  OFFICIALS 
Federal  Officials 

U.S.  Senate 

The  Honorable  Alan  J.  Dixon 

U.S.  Senator 

Attn:  District  Assistant 

The  Honorable  Paul  Simon 

U.S.  Senator 

Attn:  District  Assistant 

U.S.  House  of  Representatives 

The  Honorable  Edward  R.  Madigan 

Member  of  Congress 

Attn:  Tom  Perry,  District  Assistant 

State  of  Illinois  Officials 


The  Honorable  Jim  Edgar 

State  Legislature 

The  Honorable  Timothy  Johnson 
Illinois  State  Representative,  District  104 

The  Honorable  Helen  Satterthwaite 
Illinois  State  Representative,  District  103 

The  Honorable  Stanley  Weaver 
Illinois  State  Senator,  District  52 

Local  Officials 

The  Honorable  Katy  B.  PodagrosI 
Mayor  of  Rantoul 


The  Honorable  Jeffrey  T.  Markland 
Mayor  of  Urbana 

The  Honorable  Dannel  McCollum 
Mayor  of  Champaign 

The  Honorable  James  E.  Kingston 
Mayor  of  Paxton 

Mr.  Lyle  Shields 

Chairman,  Champaign  County  Board 
GOVERNMENT  AGENCIES 
Federal  Agencies 

Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Natural  Resources 
and  Environment 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Attention:  Executive  Secretary 
Natural  Res.  and  Environment  Committee 

Mr.  Philip  Cohen 
U.S.  Department  of  Interior 
Geological  Survey,  Water  Resources  Div. 
Chief,  Hydrologist 

Chief,  Ecology  and  Conservation  Division 
Office  of  Policy  and  Planning 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Admin. 
Department  of  Commerce 

Dr.  Jonathan  Deason,  Director 
Office  of  Project  Review 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 

Department  of  Veteran's  Affairs 
Attn:  Mr.  Allen  Mauser 


Governor 
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U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
Soil  Conservation  Service 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy 
Division  of  NEPA  Affairs 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Office  of  Environment  and  Energy 

Director 

Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration 

Management  and  Budget 

Dept,  of  Health  and  Human  Services 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Director 

Office  of  Environment  and  Energy 
Director 

U.S.  Department  of  Education 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Office  of  Federal  Activities 

Center  for  Environmental  Health  and  Injury  Control 
Special  Programs  Group  (F29) 

Centers  for  Disease  Control 

Mr.  Thomas  D.  Larson.  Administrator 
U.S.  Dept,  of  Transportation 
Federal  Highway  Administration 

Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 
Department  of  Commerce 

Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services 

Mr.  John  Seyffert 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Admin. 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Assistant  Secretary 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 
Asst  Sec.  for  Fish  and  Wildlife  and  Parks 
National  Park  Service 


Regional  Offices  of  Federal  Agencies 

Mr.  Harry  P.  Blus 

Environmental  Officer 

U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 

Development 

Mr.  William  D.  Franz,  Chief 
Environmental  Review  Branch  (5ME-16) 

Planning  artd  Management  Division 

U.S.  Department  of  Interior 
Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Affairs 

Mr.  Richard  Nelson 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
Environmental  Review  Officer,  Region  V 

Department  of  Housing  artd  Urban  Development 
Region  V  Administrator 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Regional  V  Administrator 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Attn:  Robert  DeRoeck 
Chicago  Airports  Dist.  Office 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
Regional  Engineer 

Corps  of  Engineers 
Rock  Isiartd  District 
Attn:  Planning  Division 

Mr.  John  Eckes 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Soils  Conservation  Service 

National  Park  Service 
Midwest  Regional  Office 
Regional  Director 

Herbert  Teets,  Regional  Admin. 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation 
Federal  Highway  Admin. 
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State  of  Illinois  Agencies 

Mr.  Brian  Anderson 
Illinois  Nature  Preserves 

Ms.  Debbie  Atwood 
Illinois  State  Qearinghouse 
Office  of  the  Governor 

Ms.  Rebecca  Doyle.  Director 
lilinois  Department  of  Agricuiture 

Ms.  Terrence  L  Bamich,  Chairman 
Illinois  Commerce  Commission 

Mr.  Thomas  L  Armstead 
Office  of  State  Fire  Marshall 

Captain  Harold  Burcham 
Illinois  National  Guard 
1 83rd  Civil  Engineering 

Mr.  Steve  Chard,  Chief 

lllir  jis  Department  of  Agriculture 

Bureau  of  Farmland  Protection 

Mr.  Robert  Clark 
Dept,  of  Public  Aid 

Mr.  John  Cole 

Illinois  Dept,  of  Conservation 

Mr.  James  L  Custer 
State  Board  of  Education 

Ms.  Ruth  Dawson 

lEPA,  Intergovernmental  Liaison 

Mr.  Brent  Manning,  Director 
Illinois  Dept,  of  Conservation 

Ms.  Ann  Haaker 

Illinois  Hist.  Preservation  Agency 

Mr.  Bobby  J.  Hall 
DCFS 

Ms.  Harriett  Howeil-Edwards 
Illinois  Dept,  of  Aging 

Mr.  Jan  Grayson,  Director 

Illinois  Dept,  of  Commerce  and  Community  Affairs 


Mr.  Thomas  R.  Herndon 
Office  of  the  Sec.  State 

Mr.  Theodore  Hild,  Chief  of  Staff 

Preservation  Services 

Illinois  State  Hist.  Preservation  Agency 

Illinois  Natural  History  Survey 
University  of  lilinois 

Ms.  Mary  A.  Gade,  Director 

Illinois  Environmental  F.otection  Agency 

Mr.  Morris  Leighton,  Chief 
Illinois  State  Geological  Survey 

Mr.  Roger  C.  Marquardt,  Director 
Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 
Division  of  Aeronautics 

Mr.  Dick  Lutz 

Illinois  Dept,  of  Conservation 

Ms.  Joan  Walters,  Director 
Illinois  Bureau  of  the  Budget 

Mr.  Tom  McSwiggin 
Manager,  Permits  Section 
Division  of  Water  Pollution  Control 

Mr.  Dan  Dees 

lilinois  Dept,  of  Transportation 

Deputy  Director  of  Planning  and  Programming 

Mr.  Richard  Semonin,  Chief 
Illinois  State  Water  Survey 

Mr.  Ronald  Morse,  Director 
Department  of  Mines  and  Minerals 

Dr.  Edwin  B.  Silverman 
Manager,  Refugee  Resettlement 
Illinois  Dept,  of  Public  Aid 

Mr.  Dick  St.  John 
Fiscal  Services 
Dept,  of  Corrections 

Mr.  Carl  Suter 

Gov.  Plan.  Council  on  Dev.  Disabilities 
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Dr.  Bernard  J.  Tumcx:k,  M.D.,  Director 
Illinois  Dept,  of  Public  Health 

Mr.  Doug  Wagner 

Illinois  Dept,  of  Energy  and  Naturaj  Resources 

Ms.  Josephine  Lewis 
IHDA 

Local  Government  Agencies 

Mr.  Steve  Carter 
Champaign  City  Manager 

Dr.  Gail  Conley,  Superintendent 
Rantoul  High  School  Dist.  193 

Mr.  David  D.  Glisson,  Superintendent 
Rantoul  City  Schools. 

Mr.  James  Grassman 
City  Administrator,  Urbana 

Mr.  Jon  Johnston 

McLean  Co.  Reg.  Plan.  Comm. 

Mr.  Dave  Kiliman 

Springfteld-Sang.  Co.  Plan.  Comm. 

North  Central  Illinois 
Council  of  Government 

Ms.  Phyllis  Moore 
Central  Illinois  Reg.  Plan. 

Public  Services 

Captain  David  Morgan 

Commander,  Dist.  10,  Illinois  State  Police 

Ms.  Pat  Pella 

Champaign  Co.  Reg.  Plan.  Comm. 

Mr.  Thomas  E.  Palzer 
Kankakee  Co.  Reg.  Plan.  Comm. 

Ms.  Donna  Rheaume 
Southeastern  Illinois  Reg.  Plan.  Comm. 

Mr.  Peter  Herlobry 
Champaign  County  Adminstrator 


Mr.  Charles  Sutton 
Regional  Office  of  Education 

Ms.  Deborah  Washington 
Northeastern  Illinois  Plan.  Comm. 

Andrew  Kuiczycki,  Exec.  Dir. 

Elsis  A.  Womer,  Case  Aid 
Community  Services  Center 

Libraries 

Champaign  Public  Library 

Documents  Library 
University  of  Illinois 

Illinois  State  Library 

Rantoul  Public  Library 
Attn:  Susan  C.  Chou 

Urbana  Free  Library 

Department  of  Defense 

Maj.  Qeve  McQaughy 
Base  Closure  Project  Officer 
HQ  AMCMP-0 

Clint  Erb 

Army  Research  Laboratory 

Department  of  the  Army 
Louisville  District  Corps  of  Engineers 

William  R.  Haynes 

U.S.  Army  Engineer  Dist.,  Louisville 

Wally  Bishop 
Department  of  Defense 
Office  of  Economic  Adjustment 

Other  Organizations/Individuals 

Ian  R.  Beste 

Mr.  Harold  Bodeen 

Secretary,  Chamber  of  Commerce 
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Robert  KkJd 

Executive  Vice  President 
Rantoui  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Marsha  L  Knobioch,  Director . 

Champaign/Ford  Vocational  System 

Mr.  Richard  McGuire 

President,  Urbana  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Colonel  Michael  W.  Moore 
USAF,  Retired 

President,  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Robin  Neal 
WDWS  Radio 

Tammy  Quilen 
Greater  Wabash  Reg. 

Don  Rasmus 

Paxton  Illinois  Chamber  of  Commerce 

John  Reale 

Ms  Sara  Thompson 
Hazardous  Waste  Center 

Lt.  General  Robert  F.  Coverdale 
USAF,  Retired 

Maurice  S.  Verplank 

Mr.  Michael  R.  Little 
Sodemann  and  Associates,  Inc 

Will  Hires 

Kenneth  L  Botts 

Kent  Tucker 

Ellen  Brin 

Marge  Hollenbaugh 
AMAX 

Dennis  Potter 
City  of  Seaside 

Karen  Akagi 
Hand  Arernfall 
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Mary  Peters 
Labat  Anderson,  Inc. 

Stephen  S.  Weiner 
URS  Consultants 

Shane  O'Keefe 

New  York  City  Department  of  General  Services 
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GrMt  Lakes  Region  2300  East  Devon  Avenue 

lllinoit,  indtane.  Michigan,  Das  Plaines,  Illinois  60018 

Minnesota.  North  Dakota. 

Ohio,  South  Dakota, 


Dece^oe>'  I  i ,  lS9iZi 

Mr.  Roger  ri,  Barcus,  Chief  Engineer 
Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 
Division  of  Aeronautics 
Capital  Airport 
Springfield,  Illinois  b£7iab 

Dear  Mr.  Barcus; 

Rantoul  Airport 
Rantoul,  Illinois 
NPIAS  Revision 

By  this  letter,  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  would  liMe  to  inform  you 
that  the  proposed  new  airport  for  Rantoul  (No.  3-17-0l3b)  as  contained  in  the 
current  National  Plan  of  Integrated  Airport  Systems  (NPIAS)  has  been 
designated  as  a  general  aviation  reliever  for  0’ Hare  International  Airport. 
This  action  was  taken  by  our  Agency  in  anticipation  of  the  designation  by 
United  Airlines  of  making  Rantoul  as  its  maintenance  hub,  thereby  relieving 
0’ Hare  of  aircraft  requiring  maintenance  and  associated  flights. 

These  changes  to  the  NPIAS  are  effective  as  of  this  date. 

We  will  continue  to  support  the  development  of  aviation  at  Rantoul  to  meet  tne 
needs  of  aviation. 

We  thank  you  for  your  continued  cooperation  with  our  office  on  this  project. 


Sincerely, 


Chicago  Airports  District  Office 


US  Deportment 
ofRansportation 

f  ,  J  ■  ■  rrf  8i  lieellnmi 

rwO&ffm  JwiQTion 
Momnsiiuiiuii 


Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 

2300  Soulh  Dirksen  Parkway/ Springfield.  Illinois/62764 


February  21,  1991 

Champaign  County 
Chanute  Air  Force  Base 
Base  Closure  and  Reuse  Project 
Off-base  Project  Areas  1-3: 

la  -  Runway  Protection  Zone 
lb  -  Runway  Extension  Area 

2  -  Unspecified  Development  Area 

3  -  Highway  Improvement  Area 

Mr.  Theodore  W.  Hild 

Deputy  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
ATTENTION:  Thomas  Wolforth 

Staff  Archaeologist 
Illinois  Historic  Preservation  Agency 
214  South  Sixth  Street 
Springfield,  Illinois  62701 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed  is  one  copy  of  an  Archaeological  Survey  Short 
Report  (ASSR)  completed  by  the  Resource  Investigation  Program 
of  the  University  of  Illinois,  Urbana-Champaign  for  the 
proposed  project  referenced  above.  A  records  search  and  Phase 
I  cultural  resource  reconnaissance  survey  have  been  conducted 
for  the  project  area.  As  indicated  in  the  attached  report  no 
historical,  architectural  or  archaeological  sites  were 
identified  within  the  625.5-acre  area  of  potential 
environmental  impact.  Accordingly,  we  have  determined,  based 
upon  this  report,  that  no  significant  historic,  architectural, 
or  archaeological  resources  are  located  in  the  proposed 
project  area. 

In  accordance  with  the  established  procedure  for 
coordination  of  proposed  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 
projects,  we  request  the  concurrence  of  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer  in  our  determination  that  no  significant 
historic  properties,  subject  to  protection  under  Section  106 
of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966  as  amended, 
are  located  within  the  proposed  project  area. 

Very  truly  yours. 


RECEIVED  FEB  2  2  1991 

IHPA  REVIEW 


M.  J.  Macchio,  Engineer  of 
Location  and  Environment 


Bj^John  A.  Walthall 

Cultural  Resources  Unit 


Deputy  State  Historic  Prescrvatioo  OfUcer 


Date: 


State  of  Illinois 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  uf  tlic  Director 

Stale  Fairgrounds,  I'.O.  Box  19281,  Spiingficld,  IL  62794-9281,  217/782-2172 


October  11,  1990 


Mr.  Michael  P.  Lane,  Secretary 
Illinois  Department  oi  Transportation 
Room  300 

2300  South  Dlrksen  Parkway 
Springfield,  Illinois  62764 

Dear  Secretary  Lane: 

The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  has  examined  the 
preliminary  airport  layout  plan  for  the  reuse  of  Chanute  Air 
Force  Base  which  in  part  delineates  the  site  under  consideration 
for  the  proposed  United  Airlines  maintenance  facility  and  the 
extension  of  runway  9/27.  We  have  also  extensively  toured  the 
site  to  gain  a  clear  perspective  of  the  characteristics  of  the 
site  and  the  surrounding  area.  Hence,  we  wish  to  convey  the 
following  remarks. 

Please  be  advised  it  is  our  position  that  utilization  of  the  site 
for  the  maintenance  facility  and  the  runway  extension  would  be  in 
compliance  with  Illinois'  Farmland  Preservation  Act  (Ill.  Rev. 
Stat.  1989,  Ch.  5,  Par.  1301-1308). 

We  recognize  the  fact  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  soils  which 
occupy  the  site  are  classified  as  prime  farmland  by  the  USDA  Soil 
Conservation  Service.  However,  the  site  is  contiguous  to  the 
base  and  the  incorporated  area  of  Rantoul.  'One  of  the  policies 
of  Illinois'  Farmland  Protection  Program  is  to  guide  state 
sponsored  projects  adjacent  to  municipal  boundaries  and  areas 
whicit  contain  nonagricultural  development.  The  intent  of  this 
policy  is  to  preclude  the  random  development  scenario  which 
results  in  needless  farmland  conversion.  In  our  opinion,  the 
development  of  the  proposed  maintenance  facility  and  the  runway 
extension  at  the  subject  site  would  conform  to  tills 
policy. 

In  addition,  during  the  course  of  the  tour  we  noted  the  existence 
of  a  gas  transmission  line  which  traverses  the  site.  The 
presence  of  Infrastructure  of  this  nature  has  a  direct  bearing  on 
the  long  term  agricultural  viability  of  land.  On-site  utilities 
create  an  atmosphere  for  nonagricultural  development  to  occur. 
From  a  land  use  planning  viewpoint,  development  of  land  which  is 
Inhabited  by  utilities  is  preferable  to  the  development  of  land 
that  does  not  possess  these  types  of  appurtenances. 
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Irrespective  of  our  no  objection  declaration  of  the  project  site 
offered  by  the  State  of  Illinois,  It  Is  necessary  for  us  to 
express  concern  over  other  agriculture  related  Issues  that 
pertain  to  the  development  of  the  site. 

In  all  likelihood,  subsurface  tile  drainage  systems  are  present 
on  the  site  and  on  agricultural  fields  adjacent  to  the  site.  The 
potential  exists  that  these  drainage  systems  may  actually  extend 
from  the  site  Into  the  adjacent  fields.  Therefore,  It  Is 
Imperative  for  precautions  to  be  taken  to  ensure  that  the 
Integrity  of  all  tile  lines  be  protected.  All  damaged  tile  lines 
should  be  restored  to  their  original  condition.  Otherwise,^ 
agricultural  producers  would  experience  the  "ponding  effect’"  on 
their  fields  which  would  be  very  detrimental  from  an  economic 
standpoint . 

Furthermore,  measures  to  handle  stormwater  runoff  that  would  be 
generated  by  Impervious  surfaces  should  be  formulated.  Farming 
operations  adjacent  to  the  site  should  not  be  the  recipients  of 
stormwater  runoff  from  Impervious  surfaces  that  would  be 
constructed  for  the  project. 

We  encourage  the  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation  or  other 
appropriate  parties  to  consult  with  the  Champaign  County  Soil  and 
Water  Conservation  District  relative  to  these  drainage  Issues  and 
likewise,  erosion  control  Issues  that  are  relevant  to  the 
project.  Coordination  with  the  Champaign  County  SWCD  during  the 
early  planning  stages  of  the  project  Is  essential.  Without 
question,  their  recommendations  would  be  very  beneficial  to  the 
project  and  would  serve  to  prevent  potential  conflicts  between 
the  project  and  the  agricultural  environment. 

The  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  Is  confident  that  the 
project  will  be  compatible  with  the  agricultural  community. 

Thank  you  for  affording  us  the  opportunity  to  present  comments  on 
this  proposed  action. 

Sincerely, 


John  F.  Rundqulst,  Director 
Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture 


JFR:SDC:mdg 


APT.  ENGINlFPRlMfi 


State  of  Illinois 

Of^fice  of  tjie  Governor 

Springfield  62706 

Jim  Edgar 

Governor 

June  7,  1991 


Mr.  Terry  Schaddel 

Illinois  Department  of  Transportation 
Division  of  Aeronautics 
One  Langhorne  Bond  Drive/Capital  Airport 
Springfield,  Illlinois  62706 

Dear  Mr.  Schaddel: 

This  letter  refers  to  Air  and  Water  Quality  Certification  pursuant  to  section 
16  (e)  (1)  of  the  Airport  Act. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Assessment  Report  (DEIAR)  filed  by  the 
Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  Division  of  Aeronautics,  regarding  the 
Shanute  Airforce  Base  has  been  reviewed  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation.  The  review  of  the  DEIAR 
Indicates  there  is  "reasonable  assurance  "  that  the  project  will  be  located, 
designed,  constructed,  and  operated  in  compliance  with  applicable  air  and 
water  quality  standards. 

Sincerely 

0\i/WN 

1  Jim  Edgar  ^ 

Governor 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 


FARMLAND  CONVERSION  IMPACT  RATING 


PART  I  (To  be  completed  by  Federal  Agency) 


Date  Of  Land  Evaluation  Fiej 

_ June  1 1 ,  ' 


Name  Of  Project 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base 


Reuse  &  Disposal 


Federal  Agency  Involved 
FAA  and  USAF 


Proposed  Land  Use 
Major  aircraft  maintenance 


County  And  State 
Champaign, 


Illinois 


PART  II  (To  be  completed  by  SCS) 


Data  Request  Received  By  SC^ 

_ June  12,  1991 


Docs  the  site  contein  prime,  unique,  statewide  or  local  important  ^rmland? 

(If  no,  the  FPPA  does  not  apply  —  do  not  complete  addttione!  parts  of  this  form). 
Maier  Crop/SM 


Yes 

OB 


No 

□ 


Acrta.  Irrigated 

■  ■■  : 


Avwees 


_  356 

Arnotmt  Of  ParmlarNf  Aa  DaflnedfUt 

Acres:  594,227  % 


Corn/Soybcana 


Farmable  Land  In  Govt.  Jurisdiction 

Acres:  594,227 _ %  93. 


Oettiiand  Evaluation  Returnait  1^ 

■  '  It  ■  taoi'-'-lf 


Name  Of  Land  Evatoation  System  Used 


Name  Of  Local  Site  Asaassment  Syatam 


PART  III  (To  be  completed  by  Federal  Agency) 

*  Alternative  Site  Rating  | 

Site  A 

Site  B 

Site  C 

Site  D  1 

A.  Total  Acres  To  Be  Converted  Directly 

576 

231 

1 

B.  Total  Acres  To  Be  Converted  Indirectly 

J 

C.  Total  Acres  In  Site 

576 

231 

1 

PART  IV  (To  be  completed  by  SCS)  Land  Evaluation  Information 

■■  ■  .■ 

wamm 

1 

A.  Total  Acres  Prime  And  Unique  Farmland 

576 

231 

B.  Tdtal  Acres  Statewide  And  Local  Important  Farmland 

C.  Percentage  Of  Farmland  In  County  Or  Local  Govt.  Unit  To  Be  Converted 

.041 

0.  Percamagt  Of  Farmland  In  Govt.  Jurisdiction  With  Sama  Or  Higher  Relative  Value 

'  ", 

1 

1 

PART  V  (To  be  completed  by  SCS)  Land  Evaluation  Criterion 

Relative  Value  Of  FarmlandTo  Reconverted  (ScaleofOto  KXIPoInts) 

93.2 

91.3 

HHB 

PART  VI  (To  be  completed  by  Federal  Agency) 

Site  Assessment  Criteria  (These  criteria  are  explained  in  7  CFR  658.5lbl 

Maximum 

Points 

1^1 

miji 

1.%  area  in  Ag  uses  II5  mi.  of  site. 

18 

8 

8 

1 

2.Land  use  adjacent  to  site. 

18 

16 

16 

3.%  of  site  in/or  suitable  for  Ag. 

10 

10 

10 

4.%  of  land  zoned  AG  or  CR  1 . 5  mi.  fm  site. 

10 

6 

6 

1 

S  of  site  zoned  AG  or  CR. 

10 

10 

10 

S  pr  inr  vnvt.  actions  committed  site  to  dev 

.  10 

10 

10 

^•Distance  fm  City  or  Village  Corp,  Limits. 

10 

u_ _ ^ _ 

0 

.  10 

0 

0 

9  Size  of  site  feasible  for  farming. 

8 

8 

8 

10-Soil  limitations. 

10 

0 

0 

1 1  •  Arid  1  r  j  on.q  1  land 

8 

0 

0 

12. Sewage  System  Available 

10 

0 

0 

TOTAL  SITE  ASSESSMENT  POINTS 

200 

PART  VII  (To  be  com  deted  by  Federal  Agency) 

■ 

Relative  Value  Of  Farmland  (From  Part  V) 

100 

93.2 

91.3 _ 

Total  Site  Assessment  (From  Part  V!  above  or  a  local 
site  assessment ) 

200 

70 

TOT AL  P0\NTS  (Total  of  above  2  lines)  1  jqq 

163.2 _ 

161.3 _ 

Site  Selected:  Date  Of  Selection 

Was  A  Loc.ii  Site  Assessment  Usea-”  I 

Yes  SI  No  □  j 

Reason  For  Selection 

13.  Central  Water  System 

14.  Transportation 

15.  Distance  to  fire  protection  service. 

16. Impact  on  flooding/drainage. 

17. Impact  on  historic,  cultural,  unique,  etc. 
18. Impact  on  recreation/open  spaces. 

19. Impact  on  water  quality. 

2Q. Impact  on  water  supply. _ 


10 

10 

10 

6 

6 

6 

10 

JJL 


0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 


i^ee  instructions  on  reverse  side) 
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MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING 
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MEMORANDUM  OF  UNDERSTANDING 

AMONG 

THE  ILLINOIS  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
THE  ILLINOIS  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
THE  VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL,  ILLINOIS 
AND 

THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 


This  Memorandum ^of  Understanding  is  entered  into  as  of 
this  day  of  1990,  among  the  Illinois  Environmental 

Protection  Agency,  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation,  village 
of  Rantoul,  Illinois  and  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Environmental  Coordination  Team. 

WITNESSETH  THAT: 

Whereas,  the  Department  of  Defense  has  made  the  decision  to 
close  and  vacate  the  premises  of  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  and 
Technical  Training  Center  at  Rantoul,  Illinois  by  1993; 

Whereas,  the  State  of  Illinois,  the  Village  of  Rantoul,  the 
U.S.  Air  Force  and  the  private  sector  are  committed  to  finding  an 
appropriate  reuse  for  Chanute  and  implementing  a  plan  for  its 
redevelopment ; 

Whereas,  two  Environmental  impact  Statements  are  to  be 
prepared  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  in  its  implementation  of  the  Base 
Closure  and  Realignment  Act  of  1988,  Public  Law  100-526,  the  first 
completed  and  filed  as  of  February  1990  and  the  second  to  be 
undertaken  immediately; 

Whereas,  it  is  the  responsibility  of  the  U.S.  Air  Force  to 
identify,  assess,  and  remediate  contamination  from  hazardous 
substances  and  to  be  protective  of  human  health  and  the 
environment  consistent  with  Federal  and  State  requirements; 

Whereas,  the  State  of  Illinois,  Department  of  Transportation 
has  been  charged  with  the  responsibility  of  coordinating  the 
redevelopment  efforts  of  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  by  Governor 
James  R.  Thompson  and  desires  to  cooperate  with  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
in  its  Base  Closure  responsibilities; 

Whereas,  the  State  of  Illinois,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  is  charged  with  the  responsibility  to  ensure  compliance 


Memorandum  of  Understanding 
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with  regulations  concerning  the  environmental  cleanup  and  disposal 
of  hazardous  waste  within  the  State  of  Illinois  including  the 
activities  involved  in  the  environmental  cleanup  of  the  Chanute 
Air  Force  Base  site; 


Whereas,  the  Village  of  Rantoul  desires  an  environmentally 
clean  site  accepted  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  rules  and 
regulations  to  be  conveyed  to  them  or  other  potential  tenants. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  the  parties  do  mutually  agree: 

1.  The  Environmental  Coordination  Team  will  jointly  and 
cooperatively  use  the  abilities,  e::partica,  manpower  and 
facilities  available  to  them  to  work  toward  the  aggressive 
environmental  cleanup  project  schedule. 

2 .  It  is  further  understood  that  the  Environmental 
Coordination  Team  will  work  together  in  resolution  of  field 
problems  or  questions  should  they  arise  and  agree  to  act  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  redevelopment  process,  consistent  with 
prudent  consideration  for  site  safety  and  proper  site  cleanup. 


3 .  During  the  development  of  the  EIS  and  during  the 
subsequent  hazardous  waste  cleanup  process,  these  parties  agree  to 
expedite  submittals,  review  and  approvals  in  order  to  meet  a 
timely  schedule. 


ATTEST : 

/I  / 

Bernard  P.  Killian,  Director 
Illinois  Environmental 
Projection  Agency 


lki4/>MdA^ 

Michael  P.  Lane,  S^retary 
Illinois  Department  of 
Transportation 


'5ary  vpst^  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(Environment,  Safety  &  Occ  Health) 
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APPENDIX  G 
AIR  FORCE  POLICY 

Management  of  Asbestos  at  Closing  Bases 


INTRODUCTION 

Asbestos  in  building  facilities  is  nianaged  because  of  potential  adverse  human  health  effects.  Asbestos 
must  be  removed  or  controlled  if  it  is  in  a  location  and  condition  that  constitutes  a  health  hazard  or  a 
potential  health  hazard  or  it  is  other  wise  required  by  law  (e.g.,  schools).  The  hazard  determination  must  be 
made  by  a  health  professional  (in  the  case  of  the  Air  Force,  a  Bioenvironmental  Engineer)  trained  to  make 
such  determinations.  While  removal  is  a  remedy,  in  many  cases  management  alternatives  (such  as 
encapsulation  within  the  building)  are  acceptable  and  cost  effective  methods  of  dealing  with  asbestos.  The 
keys  to  dealing  with  asbestos  are  knowing  its  location  and  condition  and  having  a  management  plan  to 
prevent  asbestos  containing  materials  that  continue  to  serve  their  intended  purpose  from  becoming  a 
health  hazard.  There  is  no  alternative  to  such  management,  because  society  does  not  have  the  resources 
to  remove  and  dispose  of  all  asbestos  in  all  buildings  in  the  United  States.  Most  asbestos  is  not  now,  nor 
will  it  become  a  health  hazard  if  it  is  properly  managed. 

There  are  no  laws  apF)iicabie  to  the  five  closure  bases  that  specifically  mandate  the  removal  or 
management  of  asbestos  in  buildings  other  than  the  law  addressing  asbestos  in  schools  (P.L  99-519). 
Statutory  or  regulatory  requirements  that  result  in  removal  or  management  of  asbestos  are  based  on 
human  exposure  or  the  potential  for  human  exposure  (i.e.  National  Emission  Standards  for  Hazardous  Air 
Pollutants  (NESHAPS)  =  no  visible  emissions,  OSHA  =  number  of  airborne  fibers  per  cc).  There  are  no 
statutory  or  other  mandatory  standards,  criteria,  or  procedures  for  deciding  what  to  do  with  asbestos. 

Thus,  health  professional  judgement  based  on  exposure  levels  or  potential  exposure  levels  must  be  the 
primary  determinant  of  what  should  be  done  with  asbestos.  Apart  from  this  professional  and  scientific 
approach,  closing  bases  presents  the  additional  problem  of  obtaining  an  economic  return  to  the 
Government  for  its  property.  Asbestos  in  closing  base  properties  must  also  be  analyzed  to  determine  the 
most  prudent  course  in  terms  of  removal  or  remediation  cost  and  the  price  that  can  be  obtained  as  a  result. 

The  following  specific  policies  will  apply  to  bases  closed  or  realigned  (so  that  there  are  excess  facilities  to 
be  sold)  under  the  Base  Closure  and  Realignment  Act,  P.L  100-526. 


1 .  Asbestos  will  be  removed  if: 

(a)  The  protection  of  human  health  as  determined  by  the  Bioenvironmental  Engineer 
requires  removal  (e.g.,  exposed  friable  asbestos  within  a  building)  in  accordance  with 
applicable  health  laws,  regulations,  and  standards. 

(b)  A  building  is  unsalable  without  removal,  or  removal  prior  to  sale  is  cost-effective;  that  is, 
the  removal  cost  Is  low  enough  compared  to  value  that  would  be  received  for  a  "dean" 
building  that  removal  Is  a  good  investment  for  the  Government.  Prior  to  the  decision  to 
remove  asbestos  solely  for  economic  reasons,  an  economic  analysis  will  be  corxJucted 
to  determine  if  demolition,  removal  of  some  types  of  asbestos  but  not  others,  or  asbestos 
removal  and  sale  would  be  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Government. 

(c)  A  building  is,  or  is  intended  to  be,  used  as  a  school  or  child  care  facility. 
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2.  When  asbestos  is  present  but  none  of  the  above  applies,  the  asbestos  will  be  managed  using 
commonly  accepted  standards,  criteria  and  procedures  to  assure  sufficient  protection  of  human 
health  and  the  environment,  in  accordance  with  applicable  and  developing  health  staixJards. 

3.  A  thorough  survey  for  asbestos  (Including  review  of  facility  records,  visual  inspection,  and  where 
appropriate  as  determined  by  the  Bioenvironmentai  Engineer  and  the  Base  Civil  Engineer,  intrusive 
inspection)  will  be  conducted  by  the  Air  Force  prior  to  sale. 

4.  Appraisal  instructions,  advertisements  for  sale,  and  deeds  will  contain  accurate  descriptions  of  the 
types,  quantities,  locations,  and  condition  of  asbestos  in  any  real  property  to  be  sold  or  otherwise 
transferred  outside  the  Federal  Government.  Appraisals  will  indicate  what  discount  the  market  would 
apply  if  the  building  were  to  be  sold  with  the  asbestos  in  place. 

5.  Encapsulated  asbestos  in  a  building  structure,  friable  or  not,  is  not  regarded  as  hazardous  waste  by 
the  Air  Force,  nor  does  encapsulation  within  the  structure  of  the  building  constitute  "storing"  or 
"disposing  of  hazardous  waste.  Asbestos  incorporated  into  a  building  as  part  of  the  structure  has  not 
been  "stored"  or  "disposed  of." 

6.  Friable  asbestos,  or  asbestos  that  will  probably  become  friable,  that  has  been  stored  or  disposed  of 
underground  or  elsewhere  on  the  property  to  be  sold  will  be  properly  disposed  of,  unless  the  location 
is  a  landfill  or  other  disposal  facility  properly  permitted  for  friable  asbestos  disposal. 

7.  The  final  Air  Force  determination  regarding  the  disposition  of  asbestos  will  be  dependent  on  the  plan 
for  disposal  and  any  reuse  of  the  building.  Decisions  will  take  into  account  the  proposed  community 
reuse  plan  and  the  economic  analysis  of  alternatives  (see  para  4).  The  course  of  action  to  be  followed 
with  respect  to  asbestos  at  each  closing  installation  will  be  analyzed  in  the  Disposal  and  Reuse 
Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  will  be  included  in  the  record  of  decision  (ROD).  Any  buildings 
or  facilities  where  the  proposed  asbestos  plan  is  controversial  will  be  addressed  in  the  ROD,  whether 
individually  or  as  a  class  of  closely  related  facilities. 

8.  Since  other  considerations  must  be  taken  into  account  at  bases  that  are  continuing  to  operate,  this 
policy  does  not  apply  to  them,  nor  is  it  necessarily  a  precedent  for  asbestos  removal  policy  on  them. 
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APPENDIX  H 
NOISE 


1 .  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ALTERNATIVES 
Preclotur* 

Typical  noise  sources  in  and  around  airfields  usually  include  aircraft,  surface  traffic,  and  other  human 
activities.  There  has  been  essentially  no  noise  generated  from  air  traffic  in  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB  since 
1971,  when  the  airfield  was  dosed.  Thus,  the  predosure  reference  indudes  no  aircraft-related  noise. 

Ral  traffic  on  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  and  surface  traffic  on  local  streets  and  highways  are  the  existing 
primary  sources  of  noise  In  the  vicinity  of  Chanute  AFB.  The  baseline  surface  traffic  noise  levels  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  base  were  established  in  terms  of  day  night  average  sound  level  (DNL)  by  modeling  the 
arterial  roadways  on  and  near  the  base  using  current  traffic  and  speed  characteristics.  The  noise  levels 
generated  by  surfece  traffic  were  predicted  using  the  model  published  by  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (1978).  The  noise  levels  are  then  presented  as  a  function  of  distance  from  the  centerline  of 
the  nearest  road.  In  airport  analyses,  areas  with  DNL  above  65  dB  measured  in  A-weighted  sould  levels 
(dBA)  are  considered  in  land  use  compatibility  planning  and  impact  assessment;  therefore,  the  distances  to 
areas  with  ONLs  greater  than  65  dBA  were  of  particular  interest. 

Annual  average  daily  traffic  (AAOT)  data  were  developed  from  information  gathered  in  the  traffic 
engineering  study  presented  in  Section  3.2.4,  Transportation,  and  were  used  to  estimate  preclosure  noise 
levels.  The  traffic  data  used  in  the  analysis  are  presented  in  Table  H-1 .  The  traffic  mix  was  assumed  to  be 
96  percent  cars,  3  percent  medium  trucks,  and  1  percent  heavy  trucks.  Thirteen  percent  of  the  traffic  was 
assumed  to  be  nighttime  traffic. 

The  rail  noise  levels  were  predicted  from  published  models  and  data  (Saurenman  et  al.,  1982;  Swing  and 
Pies,  1973;  Hatano,  1982).  The  typical  rail  operations  for  the  peak  season  were  developed  from  AMTRAK 
and  Illinois  Central  RaHroad  schedules.  The  rail  operations  are  summarized  in  Table  H-2.  The  distances 
from  the  rail  centerline  to  DNL  75, 70,  and  65  are  approximately  65  feet,  1 80  feet,  and  435  feet,  respectively. 
The  tracks  were  assumed  to  be  well  maintained. 

Cloture  Baseline 

At  closure,  it  is  assumed  that  the  airfield  would  still  be  used  very  infrequently  and  only  by  general  aviation 
aircraft;  therefore,  the  closure  baseline  does  not  Include  aircraft-related  noise.  The  noise  levels  projected 
for  the  closure  baseline  were  calculated  using  the  traffic  projections  at  base  closure.  The  AADTs  used  for 
the  analysis  are  presented  in  Table  H-1 .  Rail  traffic  for  the  Closure  Baseline  was  assumed  to  be  the  same 
as  the  Predosure  Reference,  therefore,  DNL  distances  would  not  change. 

Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  action  for  the  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  would  result  in  the  development  of  a  major  maintenance 
facility  and  other  non-aviation  tacilities.  Primary  components  of  the  action  indude  a  medium-sized  airfield. 
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Table  H-1.  Data  Used  in  Surface  Traffic  Noise  Analysis* 


Pracloaura 

Annual  Avaraga  Oaily  Traffic  (AAOT) 
Oosura  1994  1999 

2004 

2014 

Spaed 

Assumed 

(mph) 

Propooad  AcSon 

US.  45  n/0  Tannar 

13.800 

7,180 

13,600 

22,820 

24,700 

26,050 

45 

U.S.  45  a/o  Tannar 

10,700 

5,500 

8,070 

11,760 

12,510 

13,050 

55 

Maplawood  Or. 

8.700 

2,400 

9,770 

15,120 

16,060 

16,740 

35 

Chandlar  Rd. 

125 

125 

4,140 

5,650 

5,840 

5.980 

30 

Townshlo  Rd.  1800 

325 

8.790 

10.290 

10.290 

10.290 

30 

Minor  Akcrafl  Maintananeo 
OparaSona  AMamatlva 

U.S.  45  n/0  Tannar 

13,800 

7,180 

11,390 

17,710 

20,820 

25,900 

45 

U.S.  45  t/o  Tannar 

10,700 

5,500 

7.198 

9,710 

10,960 

12,990 

55 

Maplawood  Or. 

8,700 

2,400 

4.570 

7,660 

9,220 

11,760 

35 

Cliarfdlar  Rd. 

125 

125 

5,500 

1,180 

1,990 

2,000 

30 

Townahio  Rd.  1800 

325 

325 

325 

325 

325 

325 

30 

Non-Avtatlon 

AHamathra 

U.S.  45  n/0  Tannar 

13,800 

7,180 

8,360 

10,540 

12,750 

15,110 

45 

U.S.  45  a/o  Tannar 

10,700 

5,500 

5,974 

6,840 

7,730 

8,670 

55 

Maplawood  Or. 

8.700 

2,400 

2,990 

4,080 

5,190 

6.360 

35 

Chandlar  Rd. 

125 

125 

250 

470 

690 

920 

30 

Townahip  Rd.  1800 

325 

325 

325 

325 

325 

325 

30 

*Tha  traffic  mix  waa  asaumad  to  be  96  percent  cars,  3  percent  medium  trucks,  and  1  percent  heavy  trucks. 

Paak-hour  traffic  was  asaumad  to  be  10  percent  of  the  AOT.  Thirteen  percent  of  the  traffic  was  assumed  to  occur  at  night. 

Table  H-2.  Assumed  Rail  Operations  on  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  at  Rantoul,  Illinois 

Train  Type 

Direction 

Time 

Number  of 

Locomotives 

Number  of 

Cars 

Speed 

(mph) 

Freight 

Southbound 

0630 

3 

100 

40 

Southbound 

1700 

3 

100 

40 

Northbound 

0300 

3 

100 

40 

Northbound 

0145 

3 

100 

40 

Madeup 

0100 

3 

100 

20 

Madeup 

2100-0100 

1 

25 

20 

MadeuD 

2100-0100 

2 

0 

idle 

Amtrak 

Southbound 

2100 

1 

7 

40 

Southbound 

1815 

1 

7 

40 

Northbound 

0745 

1 

7 

40 

Northbound 

1900 

1 

7 

40 

Souroa:  IHnoia  Cantral  Railroad  and  AMTRAK. 
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aviation  support  areas,  small  cargo  operations,  maintenance  operations,  general  aviation  operations, 
education  and  training  areas,  medical,  industrial,  commercial,  recreational,  and  residential  areas. 

Airport  layout  would  remain  unchanged  for  the  most  part.  The  existing  East-West  runway  (09/27)  would  be 
extended  by  3,700  feet  to  10,000  feet  to  accommodate  aircraft  loaded  for  air  cargo  operations.  Runway 
09/27  would  accommodate  all  of  the  proposed  maintenance  and  air  cargo  operations  and  most  of  the 
general  aviation  operations.  The  4,700  foot  North-South  runway  (18/36)  would  be  lengthened  to  5,000  feet 
and  would  be  used  only  by  general  aviation  when  wind  direction  requires  it.  The  two  diagonal  runways 
would  not  be  used  as  runways. 

Aviation  operational  projections  were  provided  by  Illinois  Department  of  Transportation  (IDOT).  The  fleet 
mix  and  annual  operations  for  each  of  the  modeled  years  are  contained  in  Table  H-3.  The  proposed  flight 
operations  are  shown  in  Tables  H-4  through  H-7  for  1994, 1999, 2004,  and  2014,  respectively.  The 
proposed  flight  tracks  modeled  are  shown  in  Figure  H-1.  The  aircraft  operations  for  each  runway  were 
based  upon  information  provided  by  IDOT.  Maintenance  and  air  cargo  operations  are  westbound 
75  percent  and  eastbound  25  percent  of  the  time.  No  touch-and-go  operations  for  maintenance  and  air 
cargo  operations  are  assumed.  Twenty  percent  of  these  operations  would  take  place  during  daytime 
hours.  Air  cargo  operations  were  assumed  to  be  stage  length  3  and  maintenance  operations  were 
assumed  to  be  stage  length  1 .  Engine  runup  operations  were  assumed  to  occur  at  a  location  shown  in 
Figure  H-2.  Runups  are  estimated  to  occur  once  during  each  24-hour  perioiJ  during  the  day  (7  a.m.  to 
10  p.m.)  for  1999  and  1 .6  times  per  24-hour  period  for  1999, 2004,  and  2014.  It  is  assumed  that  Boeing 
737-300  type  engines  would  be  run  for  20  minutes  at  Idle  power  and  5  minutes  at  departure  power.  It  was 
assumed  that  no  noise  suppression  facilities  would  be  available.  The  aircraft  were  assumed  to  face 
eastward. 

General  aviation  operations  were  divided  into  four  types: 

•  Single-engine  (COMSEP)  •  A  composite  single  engine  propeller  plane  was  modeled. 

•  Multi-engine  (BEC58P)  •  Beech  Baron  58P  assumed  to  be  a  typical  multi-engine  propeller  plane. 

•  Turboprop  (CNA441)  -  Cessna  Conquest  II  assumed  to  be  a  typical  turboprop. 

•  Turbofan  (CNA500)  -  Cessna  Citation  I  assumed  to  a  typical  turbofan. 

The  usage  by  runway  was  provided  by  IDOT  and  was  determined  from  wind  rose  data.  The  percent  usage 
was:  41  percent  on  Runway  9, 47  percent  on  Runway  27, 8  percent  on  Runway  18,  and  4  percent  on 
Runway  36. 

Furthermore,  95  percent  of  all  general  aviation  operations  would  be  conducted  during  daytime  hours 
(7  a.m.  to  10  p.m.)  and  5  percent  during  nighttime  hours  (10  p.m.  to  7  a.m.).  Only  the  single-engine  aircraft 
would  be  expected  to  perform  touch-and-go  operations  and  these  would  be  performed  only  during  daytime 
hours.  Standard  glide  slopes  and  takeoff  profiles  provided  by  the  FAA's  Integrated  Noise  Model  were 
assumed. 

Surface  traffic  data  used  in  the  modeling  were  provided  by  IDOT;  the  project  traffic  study  presented  in  the 
EIS  (Section  3.2.4)  was  used.  Both  are  shown  in  Table  H-1 .  Rail  traffic  for  the  Proposed  Action  was 
assumed  to  be  the  same  as  the  Preclosure  Reference  and  the  DNL  distances  given  in  Section  3.4.4,  Noise, 
would  not  change. 
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Tabl«  H-3.  Projactad  Flight  Oparationa  -  Propoaad  Action 


Yaar 

Oparation 

Float  Mix 

Annual  Operations 

1994 

Major  Maintenance 

45%  B-737-300 

45%  B-757-200 

1,600 

5%  B-767-200 

5%  B-747-400 

Air  Cargo 

100%  DC-9-30 

730 

General  Aviation 

69%  Sirigle  Engine 

6.940 

16%  Multi  Engine 

1,600 

8%  TurtxJ  Prop 

730 

7%  Turtx)  Fan 

730 

TOTAL 

12,330 

1999 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-727-200 
(Re-engIned  Stage  III) 

730 

General  Aviation 

66%  Single  Engine 

9,900 

19%  Multi  Engine 

2,850 

8%  Turtx)  Prop 

1,200 

7%  Turtx}  Fan 

1,095 

TOTAL 

18,375 

2004 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-757-200 

730 

General  Aviation 

63%  Single  Engine 

10,710 

20%  Multi  Engine 

3,400 

9%  Turtx)  Prop 

1,520 

8%  Turto  Fan 

1,460 

TOTAL 

20,420 

2014 

Major  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

2,600 

Air  Cargo 

Same  as  2004 

1,460 

General  Aviation 

61%  Single  Engine 

11,468 

21%  Multi  Engine 

3,948 

10%  Turbo  Prop 

1,880 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

1,504 

TOTAL 

22,860 
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Table H-4.  NumberofOperatlont  1994 -Proposed Action 
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Table  H-5.  Number  of  Operatione  1999  -  Proposed  Action 
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TabI*  H-7.  Number  of  Operationa  2014  -  Propoaed  Action 
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TOTALS  I  19.90  I  7.64  I  16.54  I  3.07  I  3.12  0.16  1.56  0.06  3.14  0.00  3.14  0.00  2.09  0.00  2.09  0.00  51.68  10.95 
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Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operationa  AKemative 


This  alternative  is  similar  to  the  Proposed  Action  in  that  it  combines  air  cargo  and  aircraft  maintenance 
operations.  The  difference  between  this  alternative  and  the  Proposed  Action  is  in  the  amount  of  aircraft 
maintenance  operations.  The  number  of  cargo  and  general  aviation  operations  remain  the  same  as  in  the 
Proposed  Action.  The  fleet  mix  and  annual  operations  for  each  of  the  modeled  years  are  contained  in 
Table  H-8.  The  proposed  flight  operations  are  shown  in  Tables  H-9  through  H-12.  The  percent  distribution 
of  operations  by  runway  would  be  the  same  as  the  Proposed  Action.  Engine  runup  operations  were 
assumed  to  occur  at  a  location  shown  in  Figure  H-2.  Runups  would  occur  once  during  each  week  for 
1 994, 1 .7  times  per  week  in  1 999,  twice  per  week  for  2004,  and  2.3  times  per  week  in  2014.  Runups  would 
occur  during  the  daytime.  It  is  assumed  that  Boeing  737-300  or  757-200  type  engines  would  be  run  for 
20  minutes  at  idle  power  and  5  minutes  at  departure  power.  It  was  assumed  that  no  noise  suppression 
facilities  would  be  available.  The  aircraft  were  assumed  to  face  eastward. 

Surface  traffic  data  for  this  alternative  are  shown  in  Table  H-1 .  Rail  traffic  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
Alternative  was  assumed  to  be  the  same  as  the  Predosure  Reference  and  the  DNL  distances  would  not 
change. 

Non-Aviation  Alternative 

This  alternative  includes  only  non-aviation  land  uses.  The  focal  point  of  the  Non-Aviation  Alternative  Is  a 
large  industrial  land  use  zone  and  educationalAraining  larxi  use  zone.  The  existing  airfield  would  remain 
inactive  and  the  open  areas  around  the  airfield  arxJ  in  the  south  portion  of  the  base  property  would  be  used 
for  agricultural  purposes.  Components  of  this  alternative  include  industrial  areas  with  capabilities  to 
support  warehouse,  storage  and  truck  maintenance  activities,  education  and  training  areas,  agriculture 
areas,  medical,  commercial,  recreation,  and  residentid  areas. 

Surface  traffic  data  for  this  alternative  are  also  shown  in  Table  H-1 .  Rail  traffic  for  the  Non-Aviation 
AHemative  was  assumed  to  be  the  same  as  the  Preciosure  Reference  and  the  DNL  distances  would  not 
change. 

No-Actlon  AKemative 

The  No-Action  Alternative  under  the  disposal  and  reuse  for  Chanute  AFB  would  result  In  the  Air  Force 
retaining  ownership  of  the  property  after  closure.  The  property  would  not  be  put  to  further  use.  The  base 
would  be  preserved,  i.e.,  placed  in  a  cofKiition  intended  to  minimize  deterioration.  A  caretaker  would  be 
provided  to  ensure  base  security  and  maintain  the  grounds  and  physical  assets,  including  the  existing 
utilities  and  structures.  There  would  be  no  military  activities/missions  performed  on  the  property. 

2.  NOISE  METRICS 

Noise,  as  used  in  this  context,  refers  to  sound  pressure  variations  audible  to  the  ear.  The  audibility  of  a 
sound  depends  on  the  amplitude  and  frequency  of  the  sound  and  the  individual's  capability  to  hear  the 
sound.  Whether  the  sound  is  judged  as  noise  depends  largely  on  the  listener’s  current  activity  and  attitude 
toward  the  sound  source  as  well  as  the  amplitude  and  frequertcy  of  the  sound.  The  range  in  sound, 
pressures  which  the  human  ear  can  comfortably  detect,  erx:ompasses  a  wide  range  of  amplitudes,  typically 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


H-11 


Table  H>8.  Projected  Flight  Operatione  Minor  Aircraft  Operationa  Maintenance 

AHemative 


Year 

Operation 

Fleet  Mix 

Annual  Operations 

1994 

Minor  Maintenance 

45%  B-737-300 

45%  B-757-200 

300 

5%  B-767-200 

5%  B-747-400 

Air  Cargo 

100%  DC-9^ 

730 

General  Aviation 

69%  Single  Engine 

6,940 

16%  Multi  Engine 

1,600 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

730 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

730 

TOTAL 

11,030 

1999 

Minor  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

500 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-727-200 
(Re-engined  Stage  III) 

730 

General  Aviation 

66%  Single  Engine 

9,900 

19%  Multi  Engine 

2,850 

8%  Turbo  Prop 

1,200 

7%  Turbo  Fan 

1,095 

TOTAL 

16,275 

2004 

Minor  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

600 

Air  Cargo 

100%  B-757-200 

730 

General  Aviation 

63%  Single  Engine 

10,710 

20%  Multi  Engine 

3,400 

9%  Turbo  Prop 

1,520 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

1,460 

TOTAL 

18,420 

2014 

Minor  Maintenance 

Same  as  1994 

700 

Air  Cargo 

Same  as  2004 

1,460 

General  Aviation 

61%  Single  Engine 

11,468 

21%  Multi  Engine 

3,948 

10%  Turbo  Prop 

1,880 

8%  Turbo  Fan 

1,504 

TOTAL 

20,960 

H-12 


Chanute  AFB  Disposed  and  Reuse  FEIS 


< 

m 

s 


1 

• 

2 

e 


a 

c 

2 

i 


dl 

I 


F 

•D 


a 


S 

51 

■S 

£ 

E 


s 

$ 

I 

lii 

§ 


s 


m 


i 


•5 

I 


oro 

0.30 

COO 

coo 

0.00 

8 

d 

8 

8 

O 

O 

8 

8 

3 

O 

d 

d 

d 

O 

O 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

O 

d 

d 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

d 

d 

O 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

O 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

O 

d 

O 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

O 

d 

O 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

O 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

® 

d 

8 

o 

o 

8 

8 

3 

o 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

o 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

d 

d 

d 

O 

8 

8 

o 

o 

8 

8 

8 

d 

d 

o 

d 

O 

d 

O 

I 

1 

i 

1 

1 

i 

1 

di 

dl 

flb 

fib 

0.63 

8! 

O 

0.10 

o 

d 

s 

CO 

8 

<0 

8 

8 

CO 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

d 

O 

d 

d 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

d 

d 

O 

O 

d 

{(i 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

d 

d 

d 

O 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

d 

O 

d 

O 

d 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

O 

O 

O 

S 

5 

8 

8 

S 

d 

o 

o 

O 

d 

3 

8 

8 

8 

d 

d 

O 

o 

d 

& 

8 

o 

O 

8 

d 

O 

o 

d 

d 

8 

8 

ii> 

8 

d 

d 

d 

o 

8 

8 

s 

s 

8 

d 

d 

o 

d 

s 

n 

R 

W 

o 

O 

CO 

8 

o 

8 

8 

o 

d 

d 

O 

d 

C>J 

s 

8 

8 

8 

d 

1 

O 

d 

COMSEP 

CNASOO 

TOTALS 

H-13 


a  factor  larger  than  a  million.  To  obtain  convenient  measurements  and  sensitivities  at  extremely  low  and 
high  sound  pressures,  sound  is  measured  in  units  of  the  decibel  (dB).  The  dB  is  a  dimensionless  unit 
related  to  the  logarithm  of  the  ratio  of  the  measured  level  to  a  reference  level.  Table  H-13  shows  typical  dB 
levels  for  various  sources  in  urban  environments. 

Because  of  the  logarithmic  nature  of  the  decibel  unit,  sound  levels  cannot  be  added  or  subtracted  directly. 
However,  the  following  shortcut  method  can  be  used  to  combine  sound  levels: 

Difference  between  Add  the  following 

two  dB  values  to  the  higher  lev^ 

Otol  3 

2  to  3  2 

4to9  1 

10  or  more  0 

The  ear  is  not  equally  sensitive  at  all  frequencies  of  sound.  At  low  frequencies,  characterized  as  a  rumble 
or  roar,  the  ear  is  not  very  sensitive  while  at  higher  frequencies,  characterized  as  a  screech  or  a  whine,  the 
ear  is  most  sensitive.  The  A-weighted  sound  level  denoted  as  dBA  was  developed  to  measure  and  report 
sound  levels  in  a  way  which  would  more  closely  approach  how  we  perceive  the  sound.  All  sound  levels 
reported  herein  are  in  terms  of  A-weighted  sound  levels. 

Environmental  sound  levels  typically  vary  with  time.  This  is  especially  true  for  areas  near  airports  where 
noise  levels  will  increase  substantially  as  the  aircraft  passes  overhead  and  diminish  to  typical  community 
levels.  The  Department  of  Defense  has  specified  three  noise  metrics  to  describe  aviation  noise.  For  civil 
airport  development  actions,  FAA  requires  use  of  the  DNL  noise  metric. 

Maximum  Sound  Level:  The  highest  A-weighted  sound  level  observed  during  a  single  noise  event  no 
matter  how  long  the  sound  may  persist  (see  Table  H-14). 

Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL):  The  SEL  value  represents  the  A-weighted  sound  level  integrated  over 
the  entire  duration  of  the  event  and  referenced  to  a  duration  of  one  second.  Hence,  it  normalizes  the 
event  to  a  one  second  event.  Typically  most  events  (aircraft  flyover)  last  longer  than  one  second  and 
the  SEL  value  will  be  higher  than  the  maximum  sound  level  of  the  event.  Figure  H-1 4  indicates  the 
relationship  between  the  maximum  sound  level  and  SEL 

Day-Night  Average  Sound  Level  (DNL):  The  DNL  is  the  24-hour  energy  average  A-weighted  sound 
level  with  a  10  dB  weighting  added  to  those  lev^s  occurring  between  10  p.m.  and  7  a.m.  the  following 
morning.  The  10  dB  weighting  Is  a  penalty  representing  the  added  intrusiveness  of  noise  during 
normal  sleeping  hours.  DNL  is  used  to  determine  land  use  compatibility  to  noise  from  aircraft  and 
surface  traffic. 


3.  NOISE  MODELS 
Surface  Traffic 

The  Federal  Highway  Administration  (FHWA)  Highway  Traffic  Noise  Prediction  Noise  Model  was  used 
to  predict  surface  traffic  noise.  The  model  uses  traffic  volumes,  vehicular  mix,  traffic  speed,  traffic 
distribution  and  road  way  length  to  estimate  traffic  noise  levels. 
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Table  H-13  Comparative  Sound  Levels 


Common  Outdoor  Noise  Level 

Noise  Levels  (dBA) 

Common  Indoor 

Noise  Levels 

Jet  Flyover  at  1000  ft 

—  110 

Rock  Band 

Gas  Lawnmower  at  3  ft 

—  100 

Inside  Subway  Train  (New  York) 

Diesel  Truck  at  50  ft 

—  90 

Food  Blender  at  3  ft 

Noisy  Urban  Daytime 

—  80 

Garbage  Disposal  at  3  ft 

Shouting  at  3  ft 

Gas  Lawnmower  at  1 00  ft 

—  70 

Vacuum  Cleaner  at  10  ft 

Commercial  Area 

Heavy  Traffic  at  300  ft 

—  60 

Normal  Speech  at  3  ft 

Large  Business  Office 

— 

—  50 

Dishwasher  Next  Room 

Quiet  Urban  Nighttime  _ 

—  40 

Small  Theater,  Large  Conference 
Room  (Background) 

Quiet  Suburban  Nighttime 

Library 

— 

—  30 

Bedroom  at  Night 

Quiet  Rural  Nighttime 

Concert  Hall  (Background) 

— 

—  20 

Broadcast  and  Recording  Studio 

— 

—  10 

Threshold  of  Hearing 

—  0 

Source;  Aoemech  1990 

CtanuMOnES 
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Table  H-14.  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL) 


Time  (Seconds) 


Air  Traffic 

Version  3.9  of  the  Integrated  Noise  Model  (INM)  and  Version  6.0  of  NOISEMAP  was  used  to  predict  aircraft 
noise  ievels.  The  iNM  was  developed  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (1982)  as  a  tool  for  evaluating 
noise  impacts  at  and  around  airports.  The  model  provides  noise  Impacts  In  terms  of  contours  of  equal 
noise  exposure.  The  model  Is  supplied  with  a  standard  data  base  of  indMduai  aircraft  noise  and 
performance  for  commercial,  general  aviation,  and  some  military  aircraft.  The  program  requires  specific 
Input  data,  consisting  of  runway  layout,  aircraft  types,  number  of  operations  and  flight  tracks. 

The  Noise  Exposure  Map  (NOISEMAP)  computer  model  was  used  to  compute  the  noise  levels  resulting 
from  engine  runups.  Since  the  early  1970s,  the  Department  of  Defense  has  been  actively  developing  and 
refining  the  NOISEMAP  program  and  its  associated  data  base.  The  NOISEMAP  computer  program  Is  a 
comprehensive  set  of  computer  routines  for  calculating  noise  contours  from  aircraft  flight  and  ground 
runup  operations,  using  aircraft-unique  noise  data  for  both  fixed  and  rotary-wing  aircraft.  The  program 
requires  specific  input  data,  consisting  of  runway  layout,  aircraft  types,  number  of  operations,  flight  tracks, 
and  noise  performance  data,  to  compute  a  grid  of  DNL  values  at  uniform  intervals.  The  grid  is  then 
processed  by  a  contouring  program  which  draws  the  contours  at  selected  Intenrals. 
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4.  ASSESSMENT  CRITERIA 


Criteria  for  assessing  the  effects  of  noise  include  annoyance,  speech  interference,  sleep  disturbance, 
noise-induced  hearing  loss,  possible  non-auditory  health  effects,  reaction  by  animais,  and  iand  use 
compatibility.  These  criteria  are  often  developed  using  statistical  methods.  The  validity  of  generalizing 
statistics  devised  from  large  populations  are  suspect  when  applied  to  small  sample  sizes  as  we  have  in  the 
affected  areas  near  Chanute  AFB.  Caution  should  be  employed  when  interpreting  the  results  of  the  impact 
analysis.  There  are  no  accepted  criteria  for  assessing  impacts  on  animals. 

Annoyance  Due  to  Subsonic  Aircraft  Noise 

Noise-induced  annoyance  is  an  attitude:  a  covert  mental  process  with  both  acoustic  and  non-acoustic 
determinants  (Fidell  et  al.,  1988).  Noise-induced  annoyance  is  not  a  behavior  (such  as  a  complaint,  which 
may  or  may  not  be  motivated  by  annoyance),  nor  is  it  a  simple  and  immediate  sensation  like  loudness,  free 
of  cognitive  and  emotional  influences.  Annoyance  differs  from  loudness  (the  subjective  magnitude  of  a 
sound)  in  several  ways;  most  importantly,  annoyance  grows  in  direct  proportion  to  the  duration  of 
exposure,  whereas  loudness  is  insensitive  to  signal  duration  beyond  about  a  quarter  of  a  second. 
Furthermore,  while  loudness  is  directly  tied  to  ongoing  exposure,  the  annoyance  of  multiple  noise 
intrusions  waxes  arxJ  wanes  over  periods  of  weeks  and  months.  Formal  definitions  of  noise-irKiuced 
annoyance  tend  to  be  either  very  broad  or  unhelpfully  specific.  Annoyance  is  perhaps  most  often  defined 
as  a  generalized  adverse  attitude  toward  noise  exposure.  Noise  annoyance  is  affected  by  many  factors 
including  sleep  and  speech  interference  and  task  interruption. 

Among  the  many  non-acoustic  factors  that  some  researchers  have  suggested  affect  the  prevalence  of 
annoyance  in  communities  are  various  attitudes  toward  noise  sources  and  their  operators  (fear, 
malfeasance,  distrust,  etc.),  socioeconomic  levels  of  individuals,  and  economic  dependence  on  operation 
of  noise  sources.  The  term  response  bias  can  be  applied  to  all  of  these.  The  prevalence  of  annoyance  in 
different  communities  may  reflect  differences  in  response  bias  as  much  as  differences  in  exposure.  Two 
communities  in  which  20  percent  of  the  residents  describe  themselves  as  highly  annoyed  can  have  quite 
different  noise  exposures.  For  example,  greater  numbers  of  people  in  cohesive,  stable  and  well-established 
communities,  composed  of  homogeneous,  older,  wealthier,  and  better-educated  populations,  may 
describe  themselves  as  annoyed  by  noise  exposure  as  do  people  exposed  to  the  same  noise  environments 
in  the  complementary  sorts  of  communities. 

In  communities  in  which  the  prevalence  of  annoyance  is  affected  primarily  by  noise,  reductions  in  exposure 
can  be  expected  to  lead  to  reductions  in  prevalence  of  annoyance.  In  communities  in  which  the 
prevalerKe  of  anrrayance  is  controlled  by  non-acoustic  factors  such  as  odor,  traffic  congestion,  etc.,  there 
may  be  little  or  no  reduction  in  annoyance  associated  with  reductions  in  exposure. 

The  intensity  of  community  response  to  noise  exposure  may  even  in  some  cases  be  essentially 
independent  of  physical  exposure.  In  the  case  of  community  response  to  actions  such  as  airport  siting  or 
scheduling  of  supersonic  transport  aircraft,  vigorous  reaction  has  been  encountered  at  the  mere  threat  of 
exposure,  or  minor  increases  in  exposure. 

Although  the  prevalence  of  annoyance  in  a  community  cannot  be  measured  without  soliciting  self-reports 
from  people  about  covert  mental  states,  this  does  not  imply  that  measurement  of  annoyance  cannot  be 
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accomplished  in  an  objective  manner.  The  standard  method  for  determining  the  prevalence  of  annoyance 
in  noise-exposed  communities  is  by  attitudinal  survey.  Surveys  generally  solicit  self-reports  of  annoyance 
through  one  or  more  questions  of  the  form  “How  bothered  or  annoyed  have  you  been  by  the  noise  of 
(noise  source)  over  the  last  (time  period)?”  Respondents  are  typically  constrained  in  structured  interviews 
to  select  one  of  a  number  of  response  alterrratives,  often  named  categories  such  as  “Not  At  All  Annoyed,” 
“Slightly  Annoyed,”  “Moderately  Annoyed,”  “Very  Annoyed,”  or  “Extremely  Annoyed."  Other  means  are 
sometimes  used  to  infer  the  prevalence  of  annoyance  from  survey  data  (for  example,  by  interpretation  of 
responses  to  activity  interference  questions  or  by  construction  of  elaborate  composite  indices),  with 
varying  degrees  of  face  vEdkJity  and  success. 

Predictions  of  the  prevalence  of  annoyance  in  a  community  can  be  made  by  extrapolation  from  an 
empirical  dosage-effect  relationship.  Based  on  the  results  of  a  number  of  sound  surveys,  Schultz  (1978) 
developed  a  relationship  between  percent  highly  annoyed  and  DNL: 

%  HigNy  Annoyed  =  0.8553  DNL -0.0401  DNL^  -l-  0.00047  DNL^ 

Note  that  this  relationship  should  not  be  evaluated  outside  the  range  of  DNL  =  45  to  90  dB.  Table  H-15 
presents  this  equation  graphically.  Less  than  15  percent  of  the  population  would  be  predicted  to  be 
annoyed  by  DNL  values  less  than  65  dBA  while  over  37  percent  of  the  population  would  be  predicted  to  be 
annoyed  from  DNL  values  greater  than  75  dBA.  This  relationship  has  recently  been  re-evaluated  and  found 
to  be  relevant  (Fkdeil  et  al,  1988). 

Speech  Interference  and  Related  Effects  Due  to  Aircraft  Flyover  Noise 

One  of  the  ways  that  noise  affects  daily  life  is  by  preventing  or  impairing  speech  communication.  In  a  noisy 
environment,  the  ability  to  communicate  verbally  is  diminished  when  speech  signals  are  masked  by 
intruding  noises.  Speakers  generally  raise  their  voices  or  move  closer  to  listeners  to  compensate  for 
masking  noise  in  face-to-face  communications,  thereby  increasing  the  level  of  speech  at  the  listener’s  ear. 
As  intruding  noise  levels  rise  higher  and  higher,  speakers  may  cease  talking  altogether  until  conversation 
can  be  resumed  at  comfortable  levels  of  vocal  effort  after  noise  intrusions  end. 

If  the  speech  source  is  a  radio  or  TV,  the  listener  may  increase  the  volume  during  a  noise  intrusion.  If  noise 
intrusions  occur  repeatedly,  the  listener  may  choose  to  set  the  volume  at  a  high  level  such  that  the  program 
material  can  be  heard  even  during  noise  intrusions. 

In  addition  to  losing  information  contained  in  the  masked  speech  material,  the  listener  may  lose 
concentration  because  of  the  interruptions  and  thus  become  annoyed.  If  the  speech  message  is  some 
type  of  warning,  the  consequences  could  be  serious. 

Current  practice  in  quantification  of  the  magnitude  of  speech  interference  and  predicting  speech 
intelligibilitv'  range  from  metrics  based  on  A-weighted  sound  pressure  levels  of  the  intruding  noise  alone  to 
more  complex  metrics  requiring  detailed  spectral  information  about  both  speech  and  noise  intrusions. 
There  are  other  effects  of  the  reduced  intelligibility  of  speech  caused  by  noise  intrusions.  For  example,  if 
the  understanding  of  speech  is  interrupted,  performance  may  be  reduced,  annoyance  may  increase,  and 
learning  may  be  impaired. 
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As  the  noise  level  of  an  environment  Increases,  people  automatically  raise  their  voices,  usually  at  the  rate  of 
rougNy  proportional  to  the  increase  in  backgrourKi  noise  level.  The  effect  does  not  take  place,  however,  if 
the  noise  event  were  to  rise  to  a  high  level  very  suddenly. 

Speech  Interference  Effects  From  Time-Varying  Noise 

Most  research  on  speech  Interference  due  to  noise  has  studied  the  case  of  steady  state  noise.  As  a  result, 
reviews  and  summaries  of  noise  effects  on  speech  communications  concentrate  on  continuous  or  a  least 
tong  duration  noises  (Miller,  1974).  However,  noise  intrusions  are  not  always  continuous  or  long  duration, 
but  are  frequently  transient  In  nature.  Transportation  noise  generates  many  such  rK>i8e  Intrusions, 
consisting  primarily  of  Irxilvldual  vehicle  passbys,  such  as  aircraft  flyovers.  Noise  emitted  by  other  vehicles 
(motorboats,  snowmobiles,  and  off-highway  vehldes)  is  also  transient  in  nature. 

It  has  been  shown,  at  least  for  aircraft  flyover  noise,  that  accuracy  of  predictors  of  speech  Intelilgibillty  are 
ranked  In  a  similar  fashion  for  both  steady-state  and  time-varying  or  transient  sounds  (Williams  et  al.,  1971 ; 
Kryter  and  Williams,  1966).  Of  course,  if  one  measures  the  noise  uf  a  flyover  by  the  maximum  A-level  then 
inteiligibiilty  associated  with  this  level  would  be  higher  than  for  a  steady  noise  of  the  same  value,  simply 
because  the  level  is  less  than  the  maximum  for  much  of  the  duration  of  the  flyover.  One  study  (WNIiams  et 
al.,  1971)  has  actually  shown  that  speech  is  more  inteiligibie  during  those  portions  of  the  flyover  that  are 
equal  in  level  to  a  steady  sound  of  the  same  spectral  shape. 

Other  Effects  of  Noise  Vfhich  Relate  to  Speech  Intelligibility 

Aside  from  the  direct  effects  of  reduction  in  speech  intelligibility,  related  effects  may  occur  that  tend  to 
compound  the  loss  of  speech  Intelllgibiiity  itself. 

Learning 

One  of  the  environments  In  which  speech  Intelligibility  plays  a  critical  role  is  the  classroom.  In  classrooms 
of  schools  exposed  to  aircraft  flyover  noise,  speech  becomes  masked  or  the  teacher  stops  talking 
altogether  during  an  aircraft  flyover  (Crook  and  Langdon,  1974).  Pauses  begin  to  occur  at  flyover  levels  as 
low  as  60  dBA.  Masking  of  the  speech  of  teachers  who  do  not  pause  starts  at  about  the  same  level. 

At  levels  of  75  dB  some  masking  occurs  for  1 5  percent  of  the  flyovers  and  increases  to  nearly  100  percent 
at  82  dB.  Pauses  occur  for  about  80  percent  of  the  flyovers  at  this  level.  Since  a  marked  increase  In 
pauses  and  masking  occurs  at  levels  above  75  dB,  this  level  is  sometimes  considered  as  one  above  that  at 
which  teaching  is  Impaired  due  to  disruption  of  speech  communication.  The  effect  that  this  may  have  on 
learning  Is  unclear  at  this  time.  However,  one  study  (Amoult  et  al.,  1986)  could  find  no  effect  of  noise  on 
cognitive  tasks  from  Jet  or  helicopter  noise  over  a  range  from  60  to  80  dB  (A-level),  even  though 
intelligibility  scores  indicated  a  continuous  decline  starting  at  the  60  dB  level.  In  a  Japanese  study  (Ando 
et  al.,  1975)  researchers  failed  to  find  differerKes  in  mental  task  performance  among  children  from 
communities  with  different  aircraft  noise  exposure. 

Although  there  seems  to  be  no  proof  that  noise  from  aircraft  flyovers  affects  leamirrg.  It  is  reported  by  Mills 
(1975)  that  children  are  not  as  capable  of  to  understanding  speech  in  the  presence  of  noise  as  are  adults. 

It  Is  hypothesized  that  part  of  the  reason  Is  due  to  the  increased  vocabulary  which  the  adult  can  draw  on  as 
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compared  to  the  more  limited  vocabulary  available  to  the  young  student.  Also,  when  one  is  learning  a 
language  it  is  critical  that  all  words  be  heard,  in  contrast  to  the  95  percent  sentence  intelligibility  that  may 
be  sufficient  for  generai  conversations.  It  was  mentioned  above  that  at  75  dB  maximum  A-level  for  aircraft 
flyovers  heard  in  a  classroom  masking  of  speech  increases  rapidly.  However,  it  was  aiso  noted  that 
pausing  while  flyovers  occur  and  masking  of  speech  for  those  teachers  that  contii  lue  to  lecture  during  a 
flyover  start  at  levels  around  60  dB.  This  is  comparable  to  measured  speech  levels  in  the  rear  of 
classrooms  which  suggests  95  percent  sentence  intelligibility  during  the  maximum  level  of  the  flyover 
(Pearsons  and  Bennett,  1974). 

Annoyance 

Klatt  (1969)  studied  the  annoyance  of  speech  interference  by  asking  people  to  judge  the  anrtoyance  of 
aircraft  noise  in  the  presence  and  absence  of  speech  material.  The  speech  material  was  composed  of 
passages  from  newspaper  and  magazine  articles.  In  addition  to  rating  aircraft  noise  on  an  acceptability 
scaie  (unacceptable,  barely  acceptable,  acceptable,  and  of  no  concern),  the  subjects  were  required  to 
answer  questions  about  the  speech  material.  The  voice  level  was  considered  to  represent  a  raised  voice 
ievel  (assumed  to  be  68  dB).  in  general,  for  the  raised  voice  talker,  the  rating  of  barely  acceptable  was 
given  to  flyover  noise  levels  of  73-76  dB.  However,  if  the  speech  ievel  was  reduced,  the  rating  of  the  aircraft 
tended  more  toward  unacceptable.  The  results  suggested  that  if  the  speech  level  were  such  that 
95  percent  or  better  sentence  intelligibility  was  maintained  then  a  barely  acceptable  rating  or  better 
acceptability  rating  could  be  expected.  This  result  is  in  general  agreement  with  the  finding  in  schools  that 
teachers  pause  or  have  their  speech  masked  at  levels  above  75  dB  (Crook  and  Langdon,  1974). 

Hall  (1985)  recently  tried  to  relate  various  types  of  activity  interference,  related  to  speech  and  sleeping,  to 
annoyance.  The  study  found  that  there  is  a  50  percent  chance  that  people's  speech  would  be  Interfered 
with  at  a  maximum  A-level  of  58  dB.  This  result  appears  to  contradict  the  other  results  until  one  considers 
that  the  speech  levels  in  the  Klatt  study  and  in  the  school  environment  of  the  Cook  study  are  higher  than 
the  ieveis  typically  used  in  the  home.  Aiso,  in  a  classroom  situation  the  teacher  raises  his  or  her  voice  for 
awhile  to  an  even  higher  ievel  as  the  flyover  noise  increases  in  intensity. 

Predicting  Speech  Intelligibiiity  and  Related  Effects  Due  to  Aircraft  Fiyover  Noise 

It  appears,  from  the  above  discussions,  that  when  aircraft  flyover  noises  exceed  approximately  60  dB, 
speech  communication  may  be  interfered  with  either  by  masking  or  by  pausing  on  the  part  of  the  speaker, 
increasing  the  level  of  the  fiyover  noise  maximum  to  80  dB  wouid  reduce  the  intelligibility  to  zero  even  if  a 
loud  voice  is  used  for  those  who  attempt  to  communicate. 

The  levels  mentioned  above  refer  to  indoor  levels.  The  same  noises  measured  outdoors  would  be  1 7  to 
27  dB  higher  than  these  levels  for  summer  (windows  open)  and  winter  months  (windows  closed), 
respectively.  These  estimates  are  taken  from  EPA  reviews  of  available  data  (U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  1974). 

Levels  of  aircraft  noise  produced  inside  dwellings  and  schools  near  the  ends  erf  runways  at  airports  would 
in  many  cases  exceed  the  levels  of  60  dB  inside  (77  dB  outside)  homes  and  schools.  The  high  speed  and 
low  altitude  of  the  aircraft  involved  are  unlikely  to  produce  noise  intrusions  at  these  levels  for  durations 
greater  than  a  few  seconds  during  each  occurrence.  During  this  time  speech  intelligibility  would  be  close 

Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  Fl  : 


H-23 


Table  H-15.  Community  Noise  Annoyance  Curves 


to  zero.  However,  since  the  total  duration  is  so  short,  it  Is  anticipated  that  only  a  few  syllables  would  be 
lost.  People  may  be  annoyed,  but  the  annoyance  would  not  be  due  to  loss  In  speech  communication,  but 
rather  due  to  startle  or  sleep  disturbance  as  discussed  below. 

Sleep  Disturbance  Due  to  Noise 

The  effects  of  noise  on  sleep  have  long  been  a  concern  of  parties  interested  In  assuring  suitable  residential 
noise  environments.  Early  studies  noted  background  levels  In  people’s  bedrooms  in  which  sleep  was 
apparently  undisturbed  by  noise.  Various  levels  between  25  to  50  dBA  were  observed  to  be  associated 
with  an  absence  of  sleep  disturbance.  The  bulk  of  the  research  on  noise  effects  on  which  the  current 
relationship  Is  based  was  corvlucted  in  the  19708.  The  tests  were  conducted  in  a  laboratory  environment  in 
which  awakening  was  measured  either  by  a  verbal  response  or  by  a  button  push,  or  by  brain  wave 
recordings  (EEG)  indicating  stages  of  sleep  (and  awakerUng).  Various  types  of  noise  were  presented  to  the 
sleeping  subjects  throughout  the  night.  These  noises  consisted  primarily  of  transportation  noises  including 
those  produced  by  aircraft,  trucks,  cars  and  trains.  The  aircraft  noises  Included  flyover  noises  as  well  as 
sonic  booms.  Synthetic  noises,  including  laboratory-generated  sounds  consisting  of  shaped  noises  and 
tones,  were  also  studied. 

Lukas  (1975)  and  Goldstein  and  Lukas  (1980)  both  reviewed  data  available  in  the  1970s  on  sleep-stage 
changes  and  waking  effects  of  different  levels  of  noise.  Since  no  known  health  effects  were  associated  with 
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either  waking  or  sleep-stage  changes,  either  measure  was  potentially  useful  as  a  metric  of  sleep 
disturbance.  However,  since  waking,  unlike  sleep-stage  changes,  is  simple  to  quantify,  it  is  often  selected 
as  the  metric  for  estimating  the  effects  of  noise  on  sleep.  These  two  reviews  showed  great  variability  in  the 
percentage  of  people  awakened  by  exposure  to  noise.  The  variability  is  not  merely  random  error,  but 
reflects  individual  differences  In  adaptation  or  habituation,  as  well  as  interpretation  of  the  meaning  of  the 
sounds.  Such  factors  cannot  be  estimated  from  the  purely  acoustic  measures  in  noise  exposure. 

Another  major  review  of  literature  related  to  sleep  disturbance  (Griefahn  and  Muzet,  1978)  provides 
information  similar  to  Lucas’  for  effects  of  noise  on  waking,  but  suggests  less  waking  for  a  given  level  of 
noise.  A  recent  literature  review  (Pearsons  et  al.,  1989)  demonstrates  that  the  relationship,  based 
exclusively  on  laboratory  studies,  predicts  greater  sleep  disturbance  than  that  likely  to  occur  In  a  real-life 
situation  in  which  some  adaptation  has  occurred.  The  prediction  relationships  developed  in  this  review 
should  not  be  considered  to  yield  precise  estimates  of  sleep  disturbance  because  of  the  great  variability  in 
the  data  sets  from  which  they  were  developed.  The  relationships  include  only  the  duration  and  level 
components  of  "noise  exposure."  Increasing  the  precision  of  prediction  would  depend  on  quantification  of 
some  of  the  non-acoustic  factors.  Further,  a  recent  review  of  field  as  well  as  laboratory  studies  suggests 
that  habituation  may  reduce  the  effect  of  noise  on  sleep  (Pearsons  et  al.,  1989). 

Noise  must  penetrate  the  home  to  disturb  sleep.  Interior  noise  levels  are  lower  than  exterior  levels  due  to 
the  attenuation  of  the  sound  energy  by  the  structure.  The  amount  of  attenuation  provided  by  the  building  is 
dependent  on  the  type  of  construction  and  whether  the  windows  are  open  or  closed.  The  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  recommends  the  use  of  attenuation  factors  of  17  dB  (decibels)  for  summertime 
(windows  open)  and  27  dB  for  wintertime  (windows  dosed)  conditions.  Incorporating  these  attenuation 
factors,  the  percent  awakened  relationships  discussed  above  under  summer  conditions  are  presented  in 
Table  H-16. 

In  condusion,  the  scientific  literature  does  not  provide  a  consensus  on  sleep  disturbance.  There  is  no 
recognized  criteria  or  standard  which  provides  guidance  to  assess  sleep  disturbance  due  to  noise. 

Noise-Induced  Hearing  Loss 

Hearing  loss  is  measured  in  decibels  and  refers  to  the  pennanent  auditory  threshold  shift  of  an  individual’s 
hearing  in  a  ear.  Auditory  threshdd  refers  to  the  minimum  acoustic  signal  that  evokes  an  auditory 
sensation,  i.e.,  the  quietest  sound  a  person  can  hear.  When  a  threshold  shift  occurs  a  person's  hearing  is 
not  as  sensitive  as  before  and  the  minimum  sound  that  a  person  can  hear  must  be  louder.  Threshold  shift 
which  naturally  occurs  with  age  is  called  presbycusis.  Exposure  to  high  levels  of  sound  can  cause 
temporary  and  permanent  threshold  shifts  usually  referred  to  as  noise  induced  hearing  loss.  Permanent 
hearing  loss  is  generally  associated  with  destruction  of  the  hair  ceils  of  the  inner  ear. 

The  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (1974)  and  the  Committee  on  Hearing,  Bioacoustics,  and 
Biomechanics  (National  Academy  of  Sciences,  1981)  have  addressed  the  risk  of  outdoor  hearing  loss. 

They  have  concluded  that  hearing  loss  would  not  be  expected  for  people  living  outside  the  noise  contour  of 
75  DNL  Several  studies  of  populations  near  existing  airports  in  the  United  States  and  the  United  Kingdom 
have  shown  that  the  possibility  for  permanent  hearing  loss  in  communities  near  intense  commercial  take-off 
and  landing  patterns  is  renrate.  A  FAA-funded  study  compared  the  hearing  of  the  population  near  the  Los 
Angeles  International  Airport  to  that  of  the  population  in  a  quiet  area  away  from  aircraft  noise  (Parnei  et  al., 
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Table  H-16.  Sleep  Disruption  (Sleep  Awakening) 


Exterior  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL) 

Source:  Pearsons  (1969) 


1972).  A  similar  study  was  performed  in  the  vicinity  of  London’s  Heathrow  Airport  (Ward  et  al.,  1972).  Both 
studies  concluded  that  there  was  no  significant  difference  between  the  hearing  loss  of  the  two  populations, 
and  no  correlation  between  the  hearing  level  with  the  length  of  time  people  lived  in  the  airport 
neighborhood. 

Extra-Auditory  Health  Effects  of  Residential  Aircraft  Noise 

Based  on  review  of  previous  research  in  the  field  (Thompson,  1981;  Thompson  and  Fidell,  1989), 
predictions  of  extra-auditory  health  effects  of  aircraft  noise  cannot  be  made.  A  valid,  predictive  procedure 
requires  both  evidence  for  causality  between  aircraft  noise  exposure  and  adverse  extra-auditory  health 
consequences,  and  knowledge  of  a  quantitative  relationship  between  amounts  of  noise  exposure  (dose) 
and  specific  health  effects.  Because  results  of  studies  of  aircraft  noise  on  health  are  equivocal,  there  is  no 
sound  scientific  basis  for  making  adequate  risk  assessments. 

Alleged  extra-auditory  health  consequences  of  aircraft  noise  exposure  which  have  been  studied  include 
birth  defects,  low  birth  weight,  psychological  illness,  cancer,  stroke,  hypertension,  sudden  cardiac  death, 
myocardial  infarction  and  cardiac  arrhythmias.  Of  these,  hypertension  is  the  most  biologically  plausible 
effect  of  noise  exposure.  Noise  appears  to  cause  many  of  the  same  biochemical  and  physiological 
reactions,  including  temporary  elevation  of  blood  pressure,  as  do  many  other  environmental  stressors. 
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These  temporary  increases  in  blood  pressure  are  beiieved  to  iead  to  a  graduai  resetting  of  the  body's  Hood 
pressure  controi  system.  Over  a  period  of  years,  permanent  hypertension  may  develop  (Peterson  et  al., 
1984). 

Studies  of  residentiai  aircraft  noise  have  produced  contradictory  results.  Early  investigations  indicated  that 
hypertension  was  from  2  to  4  times  higher  in  areas  near  airports  than  in  areas  located  away  from  airports 
(Karagodina  et  al.,  1969).  Although  Meecham  and  Shaw  (1988)  continue  to  report  excessive 
cardiovascular  mortality  among  individuals  7S  years  or  older  living  near  the  Los  Angeles  Airport,  their 
findings  cannot  be  replicated  (Frerichs  et  al..  1980).  Ecoiogic  studies  among  residents  of  Nevada,  where 
supersonic  flight  operations  have  occurred  since  1969,  demonstrate  no  evidence  of  a  relationship  between 
sonic  boom  exposure  and  mortality  and  morbidity  (Anton-Guirgis  et  al.,  1986).  In  fact,  noise  exposure 
increased  over  the  years  while  there  was  a  decline  in  ail  cause,  age-adjusted  death  rates  and  Inconsistent 
changes  in  age-adjusted  cardiovascular,  hypertension  and  cerebrovascular  disease  rates. 

Studies  which  have  controlled  for  multiple  factors  have  shown  no,  or  very  weak,  associations  between 
noise  exposure  and  extra-auditory  health  effects.  The  observations  hold  for  studies  of  occupational  and 
traffic  noise  as  well  as  for  aircraft  noise  exposure.  In  contrast  to  the  early  reports  of  2-  to  6-fold  increases  In 
hypertension  due  to  high  industrial  noise  (Thompson  et  al.,  1989),  the  more  rigorously  controlled  studies  of 
Talbott  et  al.  (1985)  and  van  Dijk  et  al.  (1987)  show  no  association  between  hypertension  and  prolonged 
exposure  to  high  levels  of  occupational  noise. 

Studies  of  occupational  noise  exposure  effects  have  consistently  shown  that  the  effect  of  noise,  if  any,  Is  so 
modest  that  it  is  difficult  to  demonstrate  in  epidemiologic  studies.  The  reported  mean  differences  In  blood 
pressure  between  high  and  low  noise  exposed  groups  range  from  0  to  10  mm  Hg. 

In  the  aggregate,  studies  Irxlicate  no  association  between  street  traffic  noise  and  blood  pressure  or  other 
cardiovascular  changes.  Two  large,  prospective  collaborative  studies  of  heart  disease  are  of  particular 
Interest.  To  date,  cross-sectional  data  from  these  cohorts  offer  contradictory  results.  Data  from  one  cohort 
show  a  slight  increase  in  mean  systolic  blood  pressure  (2.4  mm  Hg)  in  the  noisiest  compared  to  the 
quietest  area,  whereas  data  from  the  second  cohort  show  the  lowest  mean  systolic  blood  pressure  and 
highest  HOL  cholesterol  Oipoprotein  predictive  of  heart  disease)  for  men  in  the  noisiest  area  (Babisch  and 
Gallacher,  1990).  These  effects  of  traffic  rroise  on  blood  pressure  and  blood  lipids  were  more  pronounced 
in  men  who  were  also  exposed  to  high  levels  of  noise  at  work. 

It  is  dear  from  the  foregoing  that  the  current  state  of  technical  knowledge  cannot  support  inference  of  a 
causal  or  consistent  relationship,  nor  a  quantitative  dose-response,  between  residential  aircraft  noise 
exposure  and  health  consequences.  Thus,  no  techrricai  means  are  available  for  predicting  extra-auditory 
health  effects  of  noise  exposure.  This  condusion  cannot  be  construed  as  evidence  of  no  effect  of 
residential  aircraft  noise  exposure  on  extra-auditory  health.  Current  findings,  taken  in  sum.  Indicate  only 
that  further  rigorous  studies  are  needed. 

Domestic  Animals  and  Wildlife 

A  recent  study  was  published  on  the  effects  of  aircraft  noise  on  domestic  animals  which  provided  a  review 
of  the  literature  and  a  review  of  209  claims  pertinent  to  aircraft  noise  over  a  period  spanning  32  years. 
(Bowles  et  al.,  1990).  Studies  since  the  late  1950s  were  motivated  both  by  public  concerns  about  what  was 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reusa  FEIS 


H-27 


at  that  time  a  relatively  novel  technology,  supersonic  flight,  and  by  claims  leveled  against  the  U.  S.  Air  Force 
(USAF)  for  damage  done  to  farm  anirruds  by  very  low-level  subsonic  overflights.  Since  that  time  over 
40  studies  of  aircraft  noise  and  sonic  booms,  both  in  the  U.S.  and  overseas,  have  addressed  acute  effects, 
including  effects  of  startle  responses  (sheep,  horses,  cattle,  fowl),  effects  on  reproduction  and  growth 
(sheep,  cattle,  fowl,  swine),  parental  behaviors  (fowl,  mink),  mMk  letdown  (dairy  cattle,  dairy  goats,  swine), 
and  egg  production. 

The  literature  on  the  effects  of  noise  on  domestic  animals  Is  not  large,  and  most  of  the  studies  have  focused 
on  the  relation  between  dosages  of  continuous  noise  and  effects.  Chronic  noises  are  not  a  good  model  for 
aircraft  noise,  which  lasts  only  a  few  seconds,  but  which  Is  often  very  startling.  The  review  of  claims 
suggest  that  the  major  source  of  loss  was  panics  induced  by  naive  animals. 

Aircraft  noise  may  have  effects  because  It  might  trigger  a  etartle  response,  a  sequence  of  physiological 
and  behavioral  events  that  or)ce  helped  animals  avokf  predators.  Aircraft  startle  effects  are  not  solely 
caused  by  noise;  visual  Intrusion  also  contributes. 

The  link  between  starties  and  sarious  effects.  i.e.,  effects  on  productivity,  is  less  certain.  Here,  we  will 
define  an  effect  as  any  change  In  a  domestic  animal  that  alters  its  economic  value,  including  changes  In 
body  weight  or  weight  gain,  numbers  of  young  produced,  weight  of  young  produced,  fertility,  milk 
production,  general  health,  longevity,  or  tractability.  At  this  point,  changes  in  productivity  are  usually 
considered  an  adequate  indirect  measure  of  changes  in  weii-beit^,  at  least  until  objective  legal  guidelines 
are  provided. 

Recent  focus  on  the  effects  on  production  runs  counter  to  a  trend  in  the  literature  towards  measuring  the 
relation  between  noise  and  physiological  effects,  such  as  changes  in  corticosteroid  levels,  and  in  measures 
of  immune  system  function.  As  a  result.  It  is  difficult  to  d^ermlne  the  relation  between  dosages  of  noise 
and  serious  effects  using  only  physiological  measures.  The  experimental  literature  is  inadequate  to 
document  long-term  or  subtle  effects  resulting  from  exposure  to  aircraft  noise. 

Land  Use  Compatibility  Guidelines 

Widespread  concern  about  the  noise  impacts  of  aircraft  noise  essentially  began  with  the  decade  beginning 
in  1950  which  saw  the  major  Introduction  of  high  power  jet  aircraft  into  military  service.  The  concern  about 
noise  Impacts  In  the  communities  around  airbases,  and  also  within  the  airbases  themselves,  led  the  Air 
Force  to  corxluct  major  investigations  into  the  rxiise  properties  of  jets,  methods  of  noise  control  for  test 
operations,  and  the  effects  of  noise  from  aircraft  operatior>s  in  communities  surrounding  airbases.  These 
studies  established  an  operational  framework  of  investigation  and  identified  the  basic  parameters  affecting 
community  response  to  noise.  These  studies  also  resulted  in  the  first  detailed  procedures  for  estimating 
community  response  to  aircraft  noise  (Stevens  and  Pietrasanta,  1957). 

Although  most  attention  was  given  to  establishing  methods  of  estimating  residential  community  response 
to  noise  (arxf  estabiishbig  the  corKlitlons  of  noise  "acceptability"  for  residential  use),  community 
development  involves  a  variety  of  laixl  uses  with  varying  sensitivity  to  rH}ise.  Thus,  laixl  planning  with 
respect  to  noise  requires  the  establishment  of  noise  criteria  for  different  land  uses.  This  need  was  met  with 
the  initial  development  of  aircraft  noise  compatibility  guidelines  for  varied  larxj  uses  in  the  mid-1960s 
(Bishop,  1964). 


H-28 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


In  residential  areas,  noise  Intrusions  generate  feelings  of  annoyance  on  the  part  of  individuais.  Increasing 
degrees  of  annoyance  lead  to  the  Increasing  potential  for  complaints  and  community  actions  (most 
typically,  threats  of  legal  actions,  drafting  of  noise  ordinances,  etc.).  Annoyance  Is  based  largely  upon 
noise  interference  with  speech  communication,  listening  to  radio  and  TV,  and  sleep.  Annoyance  in  the 
home  may  also  be  based  upon  dislike  of  "outside"  intrusions  of  noise  even  though  no  specific  task  is 
interrupted. 

Residential  land  use  guidelines  have  developed  from  consideration  of  two  related  factors: 


(a)  Accumulated  case  history  experience  of  noise  complaints  and  community  actions  near  cIvH  and 
military  airports; 

(b)  Relationships  between  environmental  noise  levels  and  degrees  of  annoyance  (largely  derived  from 
social  surveys  in  a  number  of  communities). 


In  the  establishment  of  land  use  guidelines  for  other  land  uses,  the  prime  consideration  Is  task  Interference. 
For  many  land  uses,  this  translates  into  the  degree  of  speech  interference,  after  taking  into  consideration 
the  Importance  of  speech  communication  and  the  presence  of  non-aircraft  noise  sources  related  directly  to 
the  specific  larxl  use  considered.  For  some  noise-sensitive  land  uses  where  any  detectable  noise  signals 
which  rise  above  the  ambient  noise  are  unwanted  (such  as  music  halls),  detectability  may  be  the  criterion 
rather  than  speech  interference. 

A  final  factor  to  be  considered  in  all  larxf  uses  involving  indoor  activities  is  the  degree  of  noise  insulation 
provided  by  the  building  structures.  The  land  use  guideline  limits  for  unrestricted  development  within  a 
specific  land  use  assume  noise  Insulation  properties  provided  by  typical  commercial  building  construction. 
The  detailed  land  use  guidelines  may  also  define  a  rartge  of  higher  noise  exposure  where  construction  or 
development  can  be  undertaken,  provided  a  specified  amount  of  noise  insulation  is  included  in  the 
buildings.  Special  noise  studies,  undertaken  by  architectural  or  engineering  specialists,  may  be  needed  to 
define  the  special  noise  insulation  requirements  for  construction  in  these  guideline  ranges. 

Estimates  of  total  noise  exposure  resulting  from  aircraft  operations,  as  expressed  In  DNL  values,  can  be 
interpreted  In  terms  of  the  probable  effect  on  land  uses.  The  Federal  Interagency  Committee  on  Urban 
Noise  (1980)  developed  land  use  compatibility  guidelines  for  noise.  Based  on  the  guidelines,  the  FAA 
developed  guidelines  for  evaluating  land  uses  in  aircraft  noise  exposure  areas  were  originally  developed  by 
the  FAA  as  presented  in  Section  3.4.4,  Noise.  Part  150  of  the  FAA  regulations  prescribe  the  procedures, 
standards,  arxl  methodology  governing  the  developmerit,  submission,  and  review  of  airport  noise  exposure 
maps  and  airport  noise  compatibility  programs.  It  prescribes  the  use  of  yearly  DNL  in  the  evaluation  of 
airport  noise  environments.  It  also  identifies  those  larxl  use  types  which  are  rMxmally  compatible  with 
various  levels  of  noise  exposure.  Compatible  or  htcompatibie  land  use  Is  determined  by  comparing  the 
predicted  or  measured  DNL  level  at  a  site  with  the  values  given  In  the  table.  The  guidelines  reflect  the 
statistical  variability  of  the  responses  of  large  groups  of  people  to  noise.  Therefore,  any  particular  level 
might  not  accurately  assess  an  individual's  perception  of  an  actual  noise  environment. 

While  the  FAA  guidelines  specifically  apply  to  aircraft  noise,  it  should  be  noted  that  DNL  Is  also  used  to 
describe  the  noise  environment  due  to  other  commurrity  noise  sources,  including  motor  vehicles  arxJ 
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ralroads.  The  use  of  DNL  Is  endorsed  by  the  scientifk:  community  to  assess  land  use  compatibility  as  It 
pertains  to  noise  (American  National  Standards  Institute,  1980).  Hence,  the  land  use  guidelines  presented 
by  the  FAA  can  also  be  used  to  assess  the  noise  impact  from  community  noise  sources  other  than  aircraft. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The  following  tables  contain  information  used  to  calculate  the  annual  and  worst-case  hourly 
air  pollutant  emissions  associated  with  the  Proposed  Action  aircraft  scenarios.  Emissions 
are  calculated  for  the  years  1994, 1999, 2004,  and  2014.  These  emission  calculations 
are  then  used  in  the  ISCST  air  quality  model  to  predict  the  worst-ca''e  1-hour  ground-level 
ambient  concentrations  associated  with  aircraft  operations. 


TABLE  M.  AIRCRAFT  EMISSION  RATES  PER  LTO  CYCLE 


Emission  Rate  per  LTO  Cycle,  (pounds) 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

55.95 

13.44 

29.64 

3.27 

1.17 

3-737-300 

37.30 

8.96 

19.76 

2.18 

0.78 

3-747-400 

66.76 

10.00 

124.90 

7.52 

5.20 

B-757-200  (a) 

77.92 

31.40 

33.06 

3.32 

0.14 

B-767-200  (a) 

77.92 

31.40 

33.06 

3.32 

0.14 

DC-9-30 

37.30 

8.96 

19.76 

2.18 

0.78 

Single  Engine  (b) 

14.37 

0.26 

0.02 

0.00 

0.00 

Multi  Engine  (c) 

33.10 

1.15 

0.13 

0.00 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop  (d) 

7.16 

5.08 

0.82 

0.18 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan  (e) 

11.26 

3.74 

3.74 

0.92 

0.00 

Source:  U  S.  EPA,  1985,  AP-42,  Table  IH-9. 


Notes: 


a.  Engines  on  B-7S7-200  and  B- 767-200  (2  per  aircraft)  assumed  similar  to  engines  on 
MD  DC-1O-30  (3  per  aircraft). 

b.  Single  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Piper  Warrior. 

c.  Multi  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Cessna  Skymaster. 

d.  Turbo  Prop  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Beech  B99. 

e.  Turbo  Fan  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Gates  Learjet  35. 


TABLE  1-2.  PROPOSED  ACTION  ANNUAL  LTO  CYCLES  PER  AIRCRAFT  TYPE 


Annual  Operations 


Aircraft  Type 

1994 

1999 

2004 

2014 

B-727-200 

0 

730 

0 

0 

B-737-300 

720 

1,170 

1.170 

1,170 

B-747-400 

80 

130 

130 

130 

B-757-200 

720 

1,170 

1,900 

2,630 

B-767-200 

80 

130 

130 

130 

DC-9-30 

730 

0 

0 

0 

Single  Engine 

6.940 

9.900 

10,710 

11,468 

Multi  Engine 

1.600 

2,850 

3,400 

3.948 

TurtDO  Prop 

730 

1,200 

1,530 

1,880 

Turbo  Fan 

730 

1,095 

1,460 

1,504 

Source:  Illinois  State  Department  of  Transportation,  1901 


TABLE  1-3.  PROPOSED  ACTION  ANNUAL  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  - 1994 


Annual  Emissions,  (tons) 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

B-737-300 

13.43 

3.23 

7.11 

0.78 

0.28 

B-747-400 

2.67 

0.40 

5.00 

0.30 

0.21 

B-757-200 

28.05 

11.30 

11.90 

1.20 

0.05 

B-767-200 

3.12 

1.26 

1.32 

0.13 

0.01 

DC-9-30 

13.61 

3.27 

7.21 

0.80 

0.28 

Single  Engine 

49.86 

0.90 

0.07 

0.00 

0.00 

Multi  Engine 

26.48 

0.92 

0.10 

0.00 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop 

2.61 

1.85 

0.30 

0.07 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan 

4.11 

1.37 

1.37 

0.34 

0.00 

TOTAL 

143.95 

24.50 

34.38 

3.61 

0.83 

TABLE  1-4.  PROPOSED  ACTION  ANNUAL  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  -  1999 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

Annuzil  Emissions,  (tons) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

20.42 

4.91 

10.82 

1.19 

0.43 

B-737-300 

21.82 

5.24 

11.56 

1.28 

0.46 

B-747-400 

4.34 

0.65 

8.12 

0.49 

0.34 

B-757-200 

45.58 

18.37 

19.34 

1.94 

0.06 

B-767-200 

5.06 

2.04 

2.15 

0.22 

0.01 

DC-9-30 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Single  Engine 

71.13 

1.29 

0.10 

0.00 

0.00 

Multi  Engine 

47.17 

1.64 

0.19 

0.00 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop 

4.30 

3.05 

0.49 

0.11 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan 

6.16 

2.05 

2.05 

0.50 

0.00 

TOTAL 

225.99 

39.23 

54.81 

5.73 

1,31 

TABLE  1-5.  PROPOSED  ACTION  ANNUAL  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  •  2004 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

Annual  Emissions,  (tons) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

B-737-300 

21.82 

5.24 

11.56 

1.28 

0.46 

B-747-400 

4.34 

0.65 

8.12 

0.49 

0.34 

B-757-200 

74.02 

29.83 

31.41 

3.15 

0.13 

B-767-200 

5.06 

2.04 

2.15 

0.22 

0.01 

DC-9-30 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Single  Engine 

76.95 

1.39 

0.11 

C.OO 

0.00 

Multi  Engine 

56.27 

1.96 

0.22 

0.00 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop 

5.48 

3.89 

0.63 

0.14 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan 

8.22 

2.73 

2.73 

0.67 

0.00 

TOTAL 

252.17 

47.73 

56.92 

5.94 

0.94 

TABLE  1-6.  PROPOSED  ACTION  ANNUAL  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  •  2014 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

Annual  Emissions,  (tons) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

B-737-300 

21 .82 

5.24 

11.56 

1.28 

0.46 

B-747-400 

4.34 

0.65 

8.12 

0.49 

0.34 

B-757-200 

102.46 

41.29 

43.47 

4.37 

0.18 

B-767-200 

5.06 

2.04 

2.15 

0.22 

0.01 

DC-9-30 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Single  Engine 

82.40 

1.49 

0.11 

0.00 

0.00 

Multi  Engine 

65.34 

2.27 

0.26 

0.00 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop 

6.73 

4.78 

0.77 

0.17 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan 

8.47 

2.81 

2.81 

0.69 

0.00 

TOTAL 

296.62 

60.57 

69.26 

7.21 

0.99 

TABLE  1-7.  EMISSION  RATES  PER  ENGINE  IN  IDLE  MODE 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

Emission  Rate,  (Ib/hr) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

39.10 

10.10 

3.91 

1.15 

0.36 

B-737-300 

39.10 

10.10 

3.91 

1.15 

0.36 

B-747-400 

35.91 

5.43 

4.74 

1.77 

2.20 

B-757-200  (a) 

88.04 

36.18 

3.02 

1.21 

0.04 

B-767-200  (a) 

88.04 

36.18 

3.02 

1.21 

0.04 

DC-9-30 

39.10 

10.10 

3.91 

1.15 

0.36 

Single  Engine  (b) 

10.21 

0.35 

0.05 

0.00 

Multi  Engine  (c) 

5.21 

1.59 

3.09 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop  (d) 

7.36 

5.77 

0.28 

0.12 

Turbo  Fan  (e) 

11.11 

4.05 

0.54 

0.18 

Source:  U  S.  EPA,  1985,  AP-42.  Table  11-1-7. 


Notes: 


a.  Engines  on  B-757-200  and  6-707-200  assumed  similar  to  engines  on  MO  OC-10-30. 

b.  Single  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Piper  Warrior. 

c.  Multi  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Cessna  Skymaster. 

d.  Turbo  Prop  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Beecb  B99. 

e.  Turbo  Fan  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Gates  Leaijet  35. 
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TABLE  1-8.  EMISSION  RATES  PER  ENGINE  IN  TAKEOFF  MODE 


Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Total  HC 

Emission  Rate.  (Ib/hr) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

B-727-200 

6.99 

0.50 

202.60 

9.98 

3.70 

B-737-300 

6.99 

0.50 

202.60 

9.98 

3.70 

B-747-400 

7.32 

1.96 

660.40 

17.85 

3.75 

B-757-200  (a) 

0.38 

0.19 

671.00 

18.90 

0.54 

B-767-200  (a) 

0.38 

0.19 

671.00 

18.90 

0.54 

DC-9-30 

6.99 

0.50 

202.60 

9.98 

3.70 

Single  Engine  (b) 

96.00 

1.05 

0.20 

0.02 

0.00 

Multi  Engine  (c) 

143.90 

1.22 

0.36 

0.03 

0.00 

Turbo  Prop  (d) 

0.43 

0.00 

3.32 

0.43 

0.00 

Turbo  Fan  (e) 

1.86 

0.14 

29.80 

1.55 

0.00 

Source:  U  S.  EPA.  1985,  AP-42,  Table  IM-7. 


Notes: 


a.  Engines  on  B-757-200  and  B-767-200  assumed  similar  to  engines  on  MO  0010-30. 

b.  Single  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Piper  Warrior. 

c  Mum  Engine  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Cessna  SKymaster. 

d.  Turbo  Prop  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Beech  B99. 

e.  Turbo  Fan  category  assumed  to  be  represented  by  Gates  Learjet  35. 


TABLE  1-9.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  AIRCRAFT  TAKEOFF  SCENARIOS 


16 


TABLE  1-10.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  -  1994 


TABLE  1-11.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  BY  AiRCRAFT  TYPE  -  1999 


TABLE  1-12.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  -  2004 


TABLE  1-13.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  -  2014 


TABLE  1-14.  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  FROM  GROUND  OPERATIONS 


Ground  Operation  Emissions  a,  (Ib/hour) 


Year 

LTOs  • 

CD 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1994 

12330 

1.44 

0.63 

1.80 

0.18 

0.09 

1999 

18375 

2.14 

0.94 

2.68 

0.27 

0.13 

2004 

20430 

2.33 

1.04 

2.98 

0.30 

0.15 

2014 

22860 

2.66 

1.17 

3.33 

0.33 

0.17 

Note:  a:  Ground  operation  emissions  for  the  Proposed  Action  at  Chanute  AFB  are  caiculated  by  multiplying  ground  operation 

emissions  at  known  facilities  times  the  ratio  of  LTO  cycles  for  the  two  reuse  scenarios.  Aircraft  ground  operation 
emissions  are  assumed  to  be:  CO  -  1 .12  ton  per  year,  Total  Hydrocarbons  -  0.49  Ipy,  NOx  -  1 .40  tpy, 

SOx  -  0.14  tpy,  and  Particulates  -  0.07  tpy.  These  emissions  are  based  on  8,778  LTO  cycles. 

(The  emission  rate  for  the  worst-case  hour  is  assumed  to  be  4  times  the  average  hourly  emission  rate.) 


For  modeling  purposes,  emissions  during  the  worst-case  hour  are  assumed  to  occur  from  the  nine  volume  sources  as 
shown  in  Figure  1-1 .  All  idle  and  aircraft  ground  operation  emissions  are  allocated  to  volume  sources  1 , 2,  and  3  on  an 
equal  basis.  The  takeoff  emissions  are  allocated  to  volume  sources  4-9.  The  gram  per  second  emission  rates 
modeled  for  each  volume  source  are  shown  by  year  in  Tables  1-15  through  1-18.  Results  of  the  Proposed 
Action  model  runs  for  each  pollutant  are  presented  in  Table  1-19. 

Selected  information  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  is  given  in  Tables  1-20  through  1-25. 
Modeling  results  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  are  summarized  in  Table  1-26. 


TABLE  1-15.  EMISSION  RATES  USED  FOR  MODELING  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE 


HOUR -1994 

Source  No. 

CO 

Total  HC 

Emission  Rate,  (g/sec) 
N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1-3 

2.103 

0.697 

0.199 

0.04 

0.009 

4-9 

0.085 

0.001 

0.437 

0.015 

0.002 

TABLE  1-16.  EMISSION  RATES  USED  FOR  MODELING  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE 

HOUR  - 1999 


Emission  Rate,  (g/sec) 


Source  No. 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1-3 

3.14 

1.004 

0.344 

0.069 

0.018 

4-9 

0.14 

0.002 

0.587 

0.022 

0.005 

1-11 
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TABLE  1-17.  EMISSION  RATES  USED  FOR  MODELING  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE 

HOUR -2004 


Emission  Rate,  (g/sec) 


Source  No. 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1-3 

3.584 

1.29 

0.319 

0.063 

0.012 

4-9 

0.146 

0.002 

0.767 

0.024 

0.002 

TABLE  1-18.  EMISSION  RATES  USED  FOR  MODELING  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  WORST-CASE 

HOUR -2014 


Emission  Rate,  (g/sec) 


Source  No. 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1-3 

3.639 

1.308 

0.36 

0.065 

0.013 

4-9 

0.176 

0.002 

0.767 

0.024 

0.002 

TABLE  1-19.  PROPOSED  ACTION  MODELING  RESULTS 


Maximum  One-Hour  Concentrations  by  Year,  {ug/m3) 


Pollutant 

1994 

1999 

2004 

2014 

CO 

669.7 

1000.2 

1141.3 

1159.4 

Total  HC 

221.4 

318.9 

409.7 

415.4 

N02 

73 

121.7 

119.2 

131.4 

S02 

13 

22.4 

20.5 

21.2 

Particulates 

2.9 

5.8 

3.9 

4.2 

TABLE  1-20.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  ANNUAL  LTO  CYCLES 

PER  AIRCRAFT  TYPE 


Aircraft  Type 

1994 

1999 

Annual  Operations 
2004 

2014 

B-727-200 

0 

730 

0 

0 

B-737-300 

135 

225 

270 

315 

B-747-400 

15 

25 

30 

35 

B-757-200 

135 

225 

1000 

1775 

B-767-200 

15 

25 

30 

35 

DC-9-30 

730 

0 

0 

0 

Single  Engine 

6940 

9900 

10710 

11468 

Multi  Engine 

1600 

2850 

3400 

3948 

Turbo  Prop 

730 

1200 

1530 

1880 

Turbo  Fan 

730 

1095 

1460 

1504 

Source:  Illinois  State  Pepartment  of  Transportation,  1990 

TABLE  1-21.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  ANNUAL  EMISSIONS  BY 

AIRCRAFT  TYPE -2014 

Aircraft  Type 

CO 

Annual  Emissions,  (tons) 

Total  HC  N02  S02  Particulates 

B-727-200 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

B-737-300 

5.87 

1.41 

3.11 

0.34 

0.12 

B-747-400 

1.17 

0.18 

2.19 

0.13 

0.09 

B-757-200 

69.15 

27.87 

29.34 

2.95 

0.12 

B-767-200 

1.36 

0.55 

0.58 

0.06 

0 

DC-9-30 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Single  Engine 

82.4 

1.49 

0.11 

0 

0 

Multi  Engine 

65.34 

2.27 

0.26 

0 

0 

Turbo  Prop 

6.73 

4.78 

0.77 

0.17 

0 

Turbo  Fan 

8.47 

2.81 

2.81 

0.69 

0 

TOTAL 

240.5 

41.35 

39.17 

4.34 

0.34 

1-14 


TABLE  1-22.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  WORST-CASE  HOUR  AIRCRAFT  TAKEOFF  SCENARIOS 
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TABLE  1-23.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  WORST-CASE  HOUR  EMISSIONS  BY  AIRCRAFT  TYPE  -  2014 


TABLE  1-24.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  WORST-CASE  HOUR 
EMISSIONS  FROM  GROUND  OPERATIONS 


Ground  Operation  Emissions  a.  (Ib/hour) 


Year 

LTOs 

CD 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1994 

11030 

1.28 

0.56 

1.61 

0.16 

0.08 

1999 

16275 

1.90 

0.83 

2.37 

0.24 

0.12 

2004 

18430 

2.15 

0.S4 

2.69 

0.27 

0.13 

2014 

20960 

2.44 

1.07 

3.05 

0.31 

0.15 

Note:  a.  Ground  operation  emissions  for  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations  Alternative  at  Chanute  AFB  are 

calculated  by  multiplying  ground  operation  emissions  at  krtown  facilities  times  the  ratio  of  LTO  cycles  for 
the  two  reuse  scenarios.  Aircraft  ground  operation  emissions  are  assumed  to  be:  CO  -  1 .12  ton  per  year, 
Total  Hydrocarbons  -  0.49  tpy,  NOx  >  1 .40  tpy,  and  Particulales  -  0.07  typ.  These  emissions  are  based  on 
8,778  LTO  cycles.  (The  emission  rale  for  the  worst-case  hour  is  assumed  to  be  4  times  the  average  hourly 
emission  rate.) 


TABLE  1-25.  EMISSION  RATES  USED  FOR  MODELING  OF  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE 

ALTERNATIVE  WORST-CASE  HOUR  -  2014 


Emission  Rate,  (g/sec) 


Source  No. 

CO 

Total  HC 

N02 

S02 

Particulates 

1-3 

3.11 

1.17 

0.296 

0.048 

0.007 

4-9 

0.172 

0.002 

0.667 

0.019 

0.001 

TABLE  1-26.  MINOR  AIRCRAFT  MAINTENANCE  ALTERNATIVE  MODELING  RESULTS 


Maximum  One-Hour  Concentrations  by  Year,  (ug/m3) 

Pollutant _ 1994 _ 1999 _ 2004 _ ^14 


CO 

295.6 

459.9 

972.9 

991.3 

Total  HC 

67.7 

122.00 

365.6 

371.6 

N02 

50.3 

79.3 

99.6 

109.2 

S02 

7.7 

11.6 

15.3 

15.6 

Particulates 

2.6 

3.9 

2.2 

2.2 
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APPENDIX  J 

VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL  POSITION  STATEMENT,  CHANUTE  REUSE, 
INFRASTRUCTURE  TRANSFER  AND  RESPONSIBILITY 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


RESOLUTION  NO.  3-91-  3  7V 
A  RESOLUTION 

APPROVING  A  POSITION  STATEMENT 


BE  IT  RESOLVED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  BOARD  OF  TRUSTEES 
OF  THE  VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL,  CHAMPAIGN  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS,  as 
follows : 

1.  That  a  VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL  POSITION  STATEMENT, 
CHANUTE  REUSE,  INFRASTRUCTURE  TRANSFER  &  RESPONSIBILITY  (the 
"Position  Statement"),  a  copy  of  which  said  Position  Statement  is 
attached  hereto  and  hereby  incorporated  by  reference,  be  and  the 
same  is  hereby  adopted  and  approved  as  the  position  of  the 
President  and  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul, 
Champaign  County,  Illinois  (the  "Village")  with  respect  to  the 
matters  contained  therein. 

2.  That,  from  and  after  the  adoption  of  this 
Resolution,  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Village 
and  such  other  officers,  agents  and  employees  of  the  Village, 
including  its  Engineers  and  Attorney,  are  hereby  authorized, 
empowered  and  directed  to  do  all  such  acts  and  things  and  to 
execute  all  such  documents  and  instruments  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  intent  and  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this 
Resolution  and  to  comply  with  and  make  effective  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  Position  Statement. 

PASSED  and  APPROVED  this  12th  day  of  March,  1991. 
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VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL  POSITION  STATEMENT 
CHANUTE  REUSE 

INFRASTRUCTURE  TRANSFER  &  RESPONSIBILITY 


General  Position  Re:  Utilities  and  Streets 

The  Village  of  Rantoul  is  willing  to  accept  responsibility  for  the 
appropriate  public  portions  of  the  streets,  water,  sanitary  sewer, 
storm  sewer  and  electric  systems  provided: 

1.  The  Air  Force  conveys  to  the  Village  the  necessary  components, 
including  requested  equipment,  of  the  systems,  together  with 
all  necessary  easements  and/or  rights-of-way  deemed 
appropriate  by  the  Village, 

2.  The  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the  Village  in  the  public 
benefit  transfers  that  the  Village  deems  appropriate  for  the 
overall  good  of  the  community,  and  as  recommended  under  the 
EDAW,  ULI  and  CMT  studies,  and 

3.  The  Air  Force  will  participate  in  the  support  of  the  systems  as 
detailed  In  the  following  individual  descriptions. 

Water.  Storm  Sewer.  Sanitary  Sewer  and  Electric  Systems 

The  Air  Force  agrees  to  support  the  operation  of  each  of  these  systems 
by  paying  a  user  fee  for  5  years  following  the  date  of  closure,  or  as 
long  as  necessary  to  ensure  the  marketability  of  the  Air  Force 
properties.  This  fee  will  be  based  upon  the  Village's  estimated  annual 
operation  and  maintenance  cost  for  the  on-base  system,  with  a  credit 
based  upon  the  level  of  reuse  that  occurs.  In  the  case  of  the 
wastewater  system,  the  user  fee  will  be  determined  In  accordance 
with  the  conditions  of  the  contract  between  the  Village  and  Air  Force. 

Steam  System 

The  Village  is  not  prepared  to  accept  responsibility  for  any  portion  of 
the  steam  plant  or  the  steam  distribution  system.  The  Air  Force 
should  provide  a  caretaker  operation  for  the  complete  steam  system 
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for  5  years  following  the  date  of  closure,  or  as  long  as  necessary  to 
ensure  the  marketability  of  the  Air  Force's  buildings,  to  allow  time  for 
the  conversion  of  all  buildings  to  individual  HVAC  systems.  The  Air 
Force  shall  maintain  responsibility  for  the  steam  plant  and 
distribution  system,  and  shall  properly  dispose  of  the  facilities  when 
no  longer  needed. 


If  the  Air  Force  chooses  to  sell  the  water,  sanitary,  or  storm  system 
to  a  third  party,  the  Village  will  consider  that  organization  a 
franchisee  of  the  Village.  No  water  or  sewage  treatment  facilities, 
not  owned  by  the  Village,  will  be  allowed  to  operate  within  the  Village 
limits.  The  Village  assumes  that  they  will  become  the  owner  and 
operator  of  the  public  portions  of  the  electric  system. 

Other  Considerations 

1.  Civil  Engineers  Office,  computer  system  and  records  -  The  Village 
is  requesting  Bldg.  56  (former  base  C.E.  office),  including  all  records, 
drawings,  reports,  etc.  Also  included  is  the  WIMS  system,  including 
any  proprietary  computer  hardware  and  software. 

2.  Fire  Station  and  Equipment  -  The  Village  is  requesting  Bldg.  43  and 
all  equipment. 


Position  Statement 
Rantoul  Municipal  Landfill 

The  Village  of  Rantoul's  closure/post-closure  plan  under  the 
Village’s  Illinois  ERA  permit  to  operate  the  Rantoul  Municipal 
Landfill  stipulates  that  the  landfill  will  close  April  1,  1995.  This 
plan  assumes  no  material  increase  in  the  amount  or  quantity  of  solid 
waste  dollvered  to  such  landfill  between  the  present  time  and  such 
date.  The  President  and  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul 
will  adopt  appropriate  legislation  consistent  with  such  lEPA  permit 
to  restrict  the  quantity  or  amount  of  solid  waste  delivered  to  the 
Rantoul  Landfill. 
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Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  PFEIS 


APPENDIX  K 

PUBLIC  COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


INTRODUCTION 


The  Air  Force  has  complied  with  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) 
mandate  of  public  participation  in  the  environmental  impact  analysis  process 
primarily  in  two  ways: 

•  A  public  hearing  was  held  in  Rantoul,  Illinois,  on  27  March  1991,  at  which 
the  Air  Force  presented  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS  (DEIS)  for  disposal 
and  reuse  of  Chanute  AFB  and  invited  public  comments. 

.  The  subject  DEIS  was  made  available  for  public  review  and  comment  in 
March-April  1991. 

Public  CG<nments  received  both  verbally  at  the  public  meeting  and  in  writing 
during  the  response  period  have  been  reviewed  and  are  addressed  by  the  Air 
Force  in  this  Appendix. 

ORGANIZATION 

This  Public  Comment  and  Response  Appendix  is  organized  into  several  sections, 
as  follows; 

•  This  Introduction,  which  describes  the  process,  organization,  and 
approach  taken  in  addressing  public  comments,  as  well  as  a  brief 
summary  of  the  comments  received 

•  A  consolidated  comment-response  document 

•  An  index  of  commenters 

•  Photocopies  of  all  written  comments  received 

•  A  transcript  of  the  public  hearing. 

These  sections  are  described  below. 

Comments  received  that  are  similar  in  nature  or  address  similar  concerns  have 
been  consolidated  to  focus  on  the  issue  of  concern,  and  a  response  is  provided 
that  addresses  all  of  the  similar  comments.  Some  comments  simply  state  a  fact 
or  an  opinion,  for  example,  'the  DEIS  adequately  assesses  the  impacts  on  [a 
resource  area]."  Such  comments,  although  appreciated,  do  not  require  a  specific 
response  and  are  not  called  out  herein.  The  comments  and  responses  are 
grouped  by  area  of  concern,  as  follows; 

1 .0  Purpose  and  Need  for  Action 

2.0  Description  of  Proposed  Action  and  Alternatives 

3.0  Land  Transfer/Disposal 

4.0  Local  Community 

5.0  Land  Use/Aesthetics 
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6.0  Transportation 

7.0  Utilities 

8.0  Hazardous  Materials/Waste  Management 

9.U  Geology  and  Soils 

1 0.0  Water  Resources 

1 1 .0  Air  Quality 

12.0  Noise 

13.0  Biological  Resources 

14.0  Cultural  Resources 

15.0  Socioeconomics 

Within  each  area,  each  consolidated  comment-response  is  numbered 
sequentially.  For  example,  under  7.0  Utilities,  individual  comments-responses  are 
numbered  7. 1 ,  7.2,  etc.  At  the  end  of  each  numbered  comment  is  a  set  of 
numbers  that  refer  to  the  specific  comment  in  the  documents  received  that  were 
combined  into  that  consolidated  comment  The  numbers  of  the  bidividuai 
comments  are  indicated  in  parentheses,  e.g.  (6-8, 11-13, 15-6, 15-22).  Commerrt 
6-8,  for  exainple,  refers  to  document  6,  comment  number  8.  A  reader  who  wishes 
to  read  the  specific  comment(s)  received  may  turn  to  the  photocopies  of  the 
documents  included  in  this  appendix.  Below  each  comment  number  is  the 
number  of  the  consolidated  comnnent  in  which  the  specific  comment  has  been 
encompassed,  e.g.  7.5.  Thus,  the  reader  may  reference  back  and  forth  between 
the  consolidated  comments-responses  and  the  specific  comment  documents  as 
they  were  received. 

Oral  comments  received  at  the  public  meeting  are  not  numbered  because 
corresponding  written  comments  were  received  from  the  persorts  who  spoke  at 
the  public  meeting;  the  comments  in  the  written  document  are  referenced.  The 
verbal  comments  made  at  the  public  hearing  are  included  in  the  transcript 
provided  at  the  end  of  this  appendix. 

it  should  be  further  noted  that  some  comments  in  the  documents  received  are  not 
included  in  the  consolidated  comment-response  document.  These  comments  fall 
into  two  categories; 

•  Comments  to  which  no  response  is  required,  as  explained  above 

•  Comments  regarding  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study  (SIAS). 

The  SiAS  is  a  companion  document  to  the  EIS.  Effects  upon  the  physical  or 
natural  environment  that  may  result  from  projected  changes  in  certain 
socioeconomic  factors  that  are  associated  with  or  caused  by  the  disposal  of 
reuse  of  the  base  are  addressed  within  this  EIS.  Other  socioeconomic  issues, 
such  as  the  region's  employment  base,  school  budgets,  municipal/state  tax 
revenues,  municipal  land  planning,  medical  care  for  military  retirees  and 
dependents,  local  governments  and  services,  real  estate,  and  ecorxxnic  effects 
on  utility  systems  and  specific  businesses  are  beyorxJ  the  scope  of  NEPA  and 
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Council  on  Environmental  Quality  requirements.  Analysis  of  impacts  associated 
with  these  issues  is  provided  in  the  SIAS;  that  public  document  will  also  support 
the  base  reuse  decision-making  process.  The  environmental  impact  analyses 
presented  in  this  EIS  are  based  on  the  results  of  the  socioeconomic  analyses 
described  in  detail  in  the  SIAS.  All  comments  pertaining  solely  to  Issues 
addressed  in  the  SIAS  were  considered  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  arxl  so  are 
not  addressed  in  this  comment  and  response  appendix.  However,  those 
comments  have  been  reviewed  and,  where  appropriate,  the  text  of  the  SIAS  has 
been  revised.  Comments  concerning  socioeconomic  issues  addressed  in  the 
SIAS  only  are  indicated  with  an  S  on  the  photocopies  of  the  comment 
documents.  Comments  related  to  socioeconomic  factors  that  are  addressed  in 
this  EIS  (e.g.,  population,  employment)  have  been  included  in  this 
comment-response  appendix. 

Finally,  it  should  be  emphasized  that  not  only  have  responses  to  EIS  comments 
been  addressed  in  this  comment-response  appendix,  as  explained,  but  the  text  of 
the  EIS  itself  has  also  been  revised,  as  appropriate,  to  reflect  the  concerns 
expressed  in  the  public  comments. 

The  list  of  commenters  includes  the  name  of  the  commenter,  the  identifying 
document  number  that  has  been  assigned  to  it,  and  the  page  number  in  this 
appendix  on  which  the  photocopy  of  the  document  is  presented.  One  of  the 
documents  received  contains  a  number  of  attachments,  which  are  comments 
from  other  writers.  The  names  of  these  commenters  are  listed  under  the  name  of 
the  author  of  the  primary  document. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS  RECEIVED 

The  major  comments  received  on  the  DEIS  are  as  follows; 

•  The  treatment  of  short-term  impacts  of  base  closure  was  considered  to 
be  inadequate. 

.  The  treatment  of  socioeconomic  impacts  was  considered  insufficient. 

•  The  reuse  schedule  assumptions  are  not  considered  very  realistic 
regarding  rapidity  of  growth. 

•  It  is  emphasized  that  the  Air  Force  should  clean  up  contaminated  sites 
before  transferring  ownership. 

•  Problems  associated  with  low  flows  to  the  Rantoul  Wastewater  Treatment 
Plant  must  be  addressed. 

•  Asbestos  both  in  buildings  to  be  demolished  and  those  that  will  remains 
must  be  managed  in  a  way  that  minimizes  or  eliminates  health  risks. 

•  Effects  of  reuse  construction  and  operations  activities  on  wetlands  and 
water  bodies  on  and  near  the  base  must  be  described. 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


K-3 


.  Use  of  hazardous  materials  both  before  and  after  closure  raises  concerns 
about  contamination  risks. 

•  Reuse  acttvities  will  result  in  a  loss  of  prime  farmland. 

•  Landfills  must  be  identified  that  will  accept  demolition  and  construction 
debris. 

•  Concern  was  expressed  about  who  will  assume  responsibility  for  utility 
systems  on  base  and  in  Rantoul  after  closure. 

•  The  Air  Force  is  required  to  continue  coordination  for  the  evaluation  of 
eligibility  of  historic  structures  on  Chanute  AFB. 
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PUBLIC  COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 


1 .0  PURPOSE  AND  NEED  FOR  ACTION 


1.1  COMMENT:  The  documents  portray  a  post  closure  scenario  of  little  or  no  economic  Impact  on 
the  Village.  The  information  presented  and  the  language  used  downplay  the  negatives  and 
highlight  the  positives.  The  commenter  protests  the  use  of  a  closure  baseline.  The  Air  Force  is 
using  the  statistics  to  develop  a  preferred  analysis.  A  preclosure  comparison  would  show  the 
environmental  and  economic  impacts  more  accurately.  (11-11, 11-12, 11-31, 15-5) 

RESPONSE:  The  present  document  addresses  potential  environmental  impacts  associated  with 
disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  A.  >3.  The  decision  to  close  the  base  has  been  made;  the  pending 
decision  by  the  Air  Force  is  disposal  and  reuse.  The  Air  Force  prepared  a  Closure  EIS,  which  was 
filed  with  the  EPA  in  February  1990.  Therefore,  the  present  document  assumes  a  baseline  of 
at-closure  conditions  against  which  to  assess  impacts  of  disposal  and  reuse  activities.  Preclosure 
conditions  are  addressed  in  the  present  document  where  appropriate  to  aid  in  comparison  of 
impacts.  There  has  been  no  attempt  by  the  Air  Force  to  highlight  either  the  positive  or  negative 
effects  of  disposal  and  reuse  in  this  EIS.  Reference  Sections  1 .2  and  3.1  of  the  EIS  for  a  fuller 
discussion  of  the  purpose  and  scope  of  the  disposal  and  reuse  EIS. 

1 .2  COMMENT:  The  reports  do  not  address  the  short-term  environmental  and  economic  impacts  of 
base  closure.  The  community  is  more  concerned  with  the  immediate  future  rather  than  the  distant 
future.  The  summaries  and  tone  of  the  reports  should  be  revised  to  show  the  truly  negative 
impacts  the  community  will  suffer  in  the  short-term  (1993  to  1997).  (10-4, 11-39, 15-1, 15B-3, 
15B-22) 

RESPONSE:  Where  applicabie  in  the  environmental  impact  analysis,  the  text  has  been  revised  to 
distinguish  between  short-term  and  long-term  impacts.  See  the  response  to  comment  1.1 
regarding  the  tone  of  the  EIS,  and  the  response  to  comment  1.3  regarding  socioeconomic 
impacts. 

1 .3  COMMENT :  There  is  concern  with  attempts  to  separate  environmentai  and  socioeconomic 
impacts.  This  is  an  artificial  if  not  impossible  division.  (10-1) 

RESPONSE:  Effects  upon  the  physical  or  natural  environment  that  may  result  from  projected 
changes  in  certain  socioeconomic  factors  that  are  associated  with  or  caused  by  the  disposal  or 
reuse  of  the  base  are  addressed  within  this  EIS.  Other  socioeconomic  issues,  such  as  the 
region's  employment  base,  school  budgets,  municipal/state  tax  revenues,  municipal  land 
planning,  medical  care  for  military  retirees,  and  dependents,  local  governments  and  services,  real 
estate,  and  economic  effects  on  utility  systems  and  specific  businesses  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
analysis  required  by  the  NEPA  and  CEO  regulations.  Detailed  analysis  of  socioeconomic  Impacts 
associated  with  these  issues  is  provided  in  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study,  that  public 
document  will  also  support  the  base  reuse  decision-making  process.  The  environmenUU  Impact 
analyses  presented  in  this  EIS  are  based  on  the  results  of  the  socioeconomic  analyses  fully 
described  in  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study. 
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1 .4  COMMENT:  The  environmental  and  socioeconomic  impacts  under  minimal  use  conditions 
(No-Actlon)  are  hardly  addressed.  Revisions  should  be  made  to  reflect  the  long  term  Impacts 
under  the  no-actlon  alternative.  (3-6, 3-30, 15-3, 15B-1, 15G-1, 15G-2) 

RESPONSE:  There  Is  an  extensive  discussion  of  the  impacts  under  the  No-Action  Alternative  on 
Chapter  3,  Affected  Environment. 

1 .5  COMMENT :  Table  S-1  of  the  DEIS  identifies  the  Proposed  Action  as  having  a  population  Increase 
of  5,790  in  Rantoul  using  "1993  closure"  baseline.  However,  Table  4.1-3  of  the  Socioeconomic 
Study  indicates  a  population  increase  of  1,580  in  Rantoul  from  1993  levels.  (3-5) 

RESPONSE:  The  indicated  value  of  5,790  persons  in  Rantoul  as  cited  In  the  DEIS  is  rounded  up 
from  the  value  of  5,788  shown  for  the  year  2014  in  the  SIAS.  The  commenter  attempts  to  compare 
this  amount  to  the  calculated  difference  between  5,788  and  4,208,  the  value  shown  for  Rantoul  in 
1993  in  SIAS  Table  4.1-3.  This  latter  value  includes  residual  base  operations,  however,  and  should 
not  be  used  for  such  a  comparison.  The  narrative  has  been  modified  to  clarify  the  information 
presented  in  the  document. 

1 .6  COMMENT:  The  baseline  used  for  impact  assessment  in  the  DEIS  must  be  dear,  and  a 
consistency  between  the  baseline  used  in  the  DEIS  and  that  used  in  the  Socioeconomic  Impact 
Analysis  Study  be  established.  (3-29) 

RESPONSE:  A  baseline  of  projected  conditions  at  dosure  has  been  established  and  is  used 
consistently  in  both  the  DEIS  and  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study.  The  text  of  the  EIS 
has  been  revised  to  darify  the  description  of  the  baseline  used  (see  Section  3.1). 


K-6 


Chanute  AFB  DlspostJ  and  Reuse  FEIS 


PUBUC  COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 


2.0  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  ACTION  AND  ALTERNATIVES 


2.1  COMMENT:  AKemative  use  plans  are  submitted  for  consideration. 

•  The  Octave  Chanute  Museum  and  Conference  Center 

•  The  Wiiiiamsburg  of  the  Midwest 

•  The  Rantoui  Technology  Assessment  Center 

•  C&S  Sanitary  Co.  Transfer  Station. 

These  alternatives  should  be  studied  to  preclude  the  need  for  an  additional  EIS  later.  (15-10, 

15G-4, 15G-5, 15G-6, 15G-7, 15G-8, 15G-9, 15G-10. 15H-1) 

RESPONSE:  The  reuse  plans  evaluated  in  the  EIS  were  those  identified  during  the  scoping  period 
and  determined  to  be  the  most  reasonable  and  economically  feasible  options  for  reuse  of  the 
Chanute  AFB  property.  After  review  of  the  subject  plans,  it  has  been  determined  that  these 
proposals  could  be  accommodated  within  the  overall  scope  of  the  alternatives  evaluated  in  the 
EIS,  with  only  minor  adjustments  in  the  boundaries  of  the  use  areas.  The  uses  proposed  in  the 
Museum  and  Conference  Center  Plan  -  commercial,  residential,  recreational,  educational  -  are 
included  in  ail  of  the  reuse  plans  evaluated,  and  thus  would  be  compatible.  However,  it  should  be 
noted  that  the  market  analysis  conducted  as  part  of  the  evaluation  of  alternatives  indicated  that 
there  would  be  insufficient  demand  for  additional  hotel  facilities  In  the  area.  Although  the  market 
analysis  conducted  as  part  of  the  evaluation  erf  alternative  reuses  indicated  that  the  local  market 
could  support  only  limited  retail  development,  commercial  uses  -  such  as  those  proposed  for  the 
“Williamsburg  of  the  Midwest’  •  were  studied  in  all  of  the  reuse  plans.  Additional  parking  areas 
may  need  to  be  developed  to  support  such  use.  Similarly,  all  of  the  plans  include  educational 
uses,  so  the  Technology  Assessment  Center  would  also  be  a  compatible  use,  and  no  additional 
environmental  impact  analysis  is  necessary.  The  proposed  reuse  by  C&S  Sanitary  Co.  for  a 
transfer  station,  shop,  and  office  would  be  compatible  with  the  proposed  aviation  support 
(industrial)  or  agricultural  reuses  identified  for  this  location.  This  reuse  would  generate  some 
minor  traffic,  and  some  of  the  roads  might  have  to  be  upgraded  to  support  the  weight  of  the  trucks. 

2.2  COMMENT:  The  documents  are  overly  ambitious  native  to  expected  growth.  It  Is  not  realistic  to 
assume  all  three  components  in  the  Proposed  Action  (aircraft  maintenance  facility,  education,  and 
medical)  will  be  accomplished  simultaneously.  (15-2, 15B-16) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  worked  with  the  Village  of  Rantoui,  the  FAA,  and  the  IDOT  in 
developing  projected  reuce  plans  and  schedules.  The  simultaneous  accomplishment  of  ail  three 
components  Is  possible  and,  as  such,  is  addressed  in  this  EIS.  The  EIS  studied  the  impacts  of  the 
full  range  of  growth  potential  to  allow  the  decision-maker  to  understand  the  full  range  of  possible 
environmerrtal  Impacts.  More  information  about  economic  growth  and  assumptions  is  provided  in 
the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis  Study. 
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2.3  COMMENT:  The  condition  and  maintenance  of  the  golf  course  is  not  addressed  under  the 
no-action  alternative.  (15G-3) 

RESPONSE:  Under  the  No-Action  Alternative,  the  golf  course  will  be  maintained  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  facilitate  economic^  resumption  of  use.  The  text  has  been  revised  accordingly  (see 
Section  2.3.3). 

2.4  COMMENT:  The  commenter  expresses  a  need  to  retain  open  spaces  and  buffer  zones  as  future 
public  areas.  (15E-1) 

RESPONSE:  Open  spaces  and  recreation  areas  are  components  of  all  reuse  alterruitK/es  and 
have  been  incorporated  into  the  environmental  analysis. 

2.5  COMMENT:  Concerns  are  found  in  the  community’s  perception  of  “caretaker  status"  and  how  it 
will  affect  the  appearance  and  marketability  of  base  properties.  What  does  the  caretaker  status 
involve?  (10-3, 15-12) 

RESPONSE:  The  conditions  of  caretaker  status  are  presented  in  the  EIS  in  Section  2.3.3, 
No-Action  Alternative.  These  conditions,  as  stated,  reflect  the  current  Air  Force  conception  of 
caretaker  status. 

2.6  COMMENT:  The  information  provided  in  the  “Environmental  Study  for  the  Conversion  of  345 
Acres  of  Agricultural  Land  Adjacent  and  Direcfly  East  of  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  for 
Development  and  the  Associated  Roadway  Work”  should  be  incorporated  in  the  FEIS.  (3-2) 

RESPONSE:  Information  provided  in  this  document  has  been  incorporated  into  the  EIS,  as 
appropriate. 
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3.0  LAND  TRANSFER/DISPOSAL 


3. 1  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  does  not  indicate  that  the  Air  Force  will  demolish  and  clean  up  certain 
buildings  requested  by  the  commenter.  The  document  should  be  revised  to  reflect  the  requests. 
(11-9, 15-9, 151-1) 

RESPONSE:  Some  of  the  reuse  options  Include  demolition  of  some  buildings  on  Chanute  AFB. 
However,  it  has  not  yet  been  decided  which  buildings  will  be  demolished  or  that  the  Air  Force  will 
demolish  buildings  prior  to  closure.  The  environmental  impacts  of  any  such  demolition  have  been 
addressed  in  this  EIS,  primarHy  with  regard  to  landfill  capabilities. 

3.2  COMMENT:  The  southeast  portion  of  the  base  (900  area),  has  several  possible  uses  other  than  a 
firing  range.  (3-23, 15B-2) 

RESPONSE:  Concur.  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  2.2.4). 

3.3  COMMENT:  The  on-base  residential  zones  have  many  possible  uses.  Homeless  housing  is  only 
one  of  the  possible  uses  for  these  areas.  (15B-5) 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  also  suggests  that  these  areas  could  be  used  as  family  housing  or  housing 
for  students,  faculty,  and  low-income  residents  (see  Section  2.3.2.6). 

3.4  COMMENT:  The  business  community  is  concerned  for  the  marketability  of  the  Chanute  AFB 
development.  The  redeveloped  property  may  be  less  than  safe  and  clean,  and  prospective 
purchasers  will  take  this  Into  account.  Marketability  cannot  be  separated  from  environmental 
concerns.  (10-2) 

RESPONSE:  The  commenter  identified  a  problem  common  to  ail  transfers  of  properties  In  today’s 
environmentally  sensitive  business  community.  The  Air  Force  wHI  comply  with  provisions  of  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental  Restoration,  Compensation  and  Liability  Act,  which  requires  the 
United  States  to  provide  notice  of  specific  hazardous  waste  activities  on  the  property  and  a 
covenant  warranting  that  "all  remedial  action  necessary  to  protect  human  health  and  the 
environment  with  respect  to  any  [hazardous]  substance  remaining  on  the  property  has  been  taken 
before  the  date  of  transfer."  The  covenant  must  also  warrant  that  "any  additional  remedial  action 
found  to  be  necessary  after  the  date  of  such  transfer  shall  be  corxJucted  by  the  United  States."'  In 
addition,  the  Air  Force  interxls  to  make  available  to  prospective  purchasers  all  available 
Information  necessary  to  make  Informed  judgements  about  the  existence  of  unregulated  materials 
and  the  costs  necessary  to  mitigate  any  hazard  they  may  pose.  The  availability  of  such 
information  along  with  the  continuing  responsibility  of  the  United  States  for  subsequent 
remediation  should  make  properties  on  Chanute  AFB  as  attractive  as  private  commercial  property. 
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3.5  COMMENT:  All  IRP  sites  should  be  remediated  before  final  transfer  of  the  property  Is  completed. 
(5-11,  11-23) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  Comprehensive  Environmental 
Restoration,  Compensation  and  Liability  Act,  Section  120,  which  now  requires  the  United  States  to 
provide  a  covenant  in  the  deed  warranting  that  “all  remedial  action  necessary  to  protect  human 
health  and  the  environment  with  respect  to  any  [hazardous]  substance  remaining  on  the  property 
has  been  taken  before  the  date  of  transfer." 

3.6  COMMENT:  T ransfer  of  ownership  of  land  and  facilities  -  including  the  airfield  and  associated 
areas/facilities  and  the  fire/crash/rescue  training  facilities  -  at  no  cost  public  benefit  transfer,  or 
minimal  cost  to  the  interested  party,  is  strongly  urged.  (2-1,  2-2,  4-1) 

RESPONSE:  As  stated  in  Section  2.1  of  the  EIS,  disposal  methods  permitted  by  federal  property 
management  regulations  include  trar  sfer  to  another  federal  agency,  negotiated  sale  to  state  or 
local  government,  and  public  sale  by  auction  or  sealed  bid. 
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4.0  LOCAL  COMMUNITY 


4.1  COMMENT:  How  was  the  baseline  population  estimate  arrived  at  and  is  it  an  accurate  reflection 
of  closure  conditions.  The  analyses  from  the  baseline  used  appear  to  be  inaccurate.  (11-14, 
15B-18) 

RESPONSE:  The  baseline  population  used  to  develop  the  information  summarized  In  EIS  Table 
S-1  is  the  site-related  population  projected  for  the  No-Action  Alternative  -  zero.  The  EIS  does  not 
contain  estimates  of  the  total  population  of  Rantoul  under  this  No-Action  Alternative,  but  this  value 
may  be  inferred  by  subtracting  the  8,038  persons  who  lived  In  Rantoul  in  1990  as  a  result  of  base 
operations  from  17,212  (1990  Census  estimate),  it  follows  that  the  Village  population  would  have 
been  9, 1 74  without  the  base  in  1 990.  The  text  has  been  revised  to  identify  the  regional  population 
without  Chanute  AFB  (see  Section  3.2.1). 

4.2  COMMENT:  The  use  of  several  employers  listed  as  being  located  within  the  Village  of  Rantoul  is 
incorrect.  There  is  concern  that  inclusion  of  these  companies  may  result  In  misleading 
employment  statistics.  (3-8, 15-6, 15B-6, 15B-17) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  3.2.1). 

4.3  COMMENT:  The  assumption  cannot  be  made  that  unemployed  residents  will  stay  in  the  area 
waiting  to  be  rehlred.  (15B-23) 

RESPONSE:  There  was  no  assumption  that  unemployed  residents  would  remain  In  the  area 
waiting  to  be  rehired.  The  socioeconomic  projections  are  based  on  a  model  that  considers 
outmigration. 
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5.0  LAND  USE/AESTHETICS 


5.1  COMMENT:  There  is  a  question  concerning  the  nature  of  the  land  use  conflict  adjacent  to  the 
residential  area  in  the  northeast  corner  of  the  base.  (15B-10) 

RESPONSE:  As  presented  in  the  text  (see  Section  4.2.2. 1),  the  eastern  border  of  the  new 
residential  area  niay  be  incompatible  with  the  aviation  support  land  use  because  of  visual  effects 
and  daytime  and  nighttime  activities  of  the  aircraft  maintenance  facility. 

5.2  COMMENT:  The  direction  of  drainage  for  off-base  property  north  of  the  base  is  to  the  east, 
northeast  rather  than  to  the  southeast.  (15F-1) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  3.2. 3.1). 

5.3  COMMENT:  Commenter  mentioned  that  the  air  park  Is  a  significant  man-made  feature,  and  one  of 
the  largest  static  aircraft  displays  in  the  U.S.  This  display  is  visible  from  U.S.  45.  (1 5B-7) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  3.2.3.2). 

5.4  COMMENT:  Some  relevant  federal,  state,  and  local  statutes,  regulations,  and  guidelines  are 
missing  from  Table  1.5-1.  (3-7, 6-3, 11-18). 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Table  1.5-1). 

5.5  COMMENT:  Revisions  to  the  Airport  Layout  Plan  should  be  included  in  the  EIS.  (3-1 ) 

RESPONSE:  The  FEIS  reflects  the  version  of  the  Airport  Layout  Plan  current  at  the  time  of  report 
production. 

5.6  COMMENT:  A  small  amount  of  land  identified  for  aviation  support  on  a  figure  is  referred  to  as  a 
large  amount  in  the  text.  (3-9) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.2.3. 1). 

5.7  COMMENT:  Suggested  revisions  to  the  required  avigational  easements  for  runway  1 8/36,  to 
include  mention  of  FAR  Part  77  Regulations.  (3-17) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.2.2. 1). 

5.8  COMMENT:  The  potential  conflict  between  abandoned  buildings  at  the  old  Main  Sewage 

T reatment  Plant  and  the  east-west  runway  dear  zone  should  be  addressed  in  the  EIS.  (11-10) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.2.2. 1). 
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6.0  TRANSPORTATION 


6.1  COMMENT:  The  commenter  indicated  the  short  iine  raiiroad  has  not  been  entirely  abandoned. 
(15B-24) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.2.4.5  and  Figures  3.2-6  and 
3.2-7). 

6.2  COMMENT:  The  projected  number  of  trips  per  employee  for  the  reuse  alternatives  should  be 
explained  in  the  EIS.  (3-4) 

RESPONSE:  The  ratios  of  trips  per  employee  cited  in  the  comment  do  not  appear  either  in  the 
DEIS  or  the  SIAS;  they  may  have  been  calculated  by  the  commenter  from  other  values  that  do 
appear.  Nevertheless,  it  is  reasonable  to  expect  a  higher  ratio  to  apply  to  the  Minor  Maintenance 
Facility  Alternative  than  to  the  Proposed  Action,  because  the  Proposed  Action  includes  a  higher 
proportion  of  aircraft  maintenance  employees  compared  to  education/medical  employees. 
Schools  and  hospitals  would  generate  greater  numbers  of  trips  per  employee  than  would  aircraft 
maintenance,  simply  because  the  students  and  patients  contribute  to  total  trips.  As  clarification, 
the  methodological  description  in  the  DEIS  for  transportation  has  been  changed  to  note  the 
importance  of  students  and  medical  patients  to  the  calculations  (DEIS,  Section  4.2.3). 

6.3  COMMENT:  The  V  in  VORTAC  refers  to  “very  high",  not  visual.  (3-1 0) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.2.4.2). 

6.4  COMMENT:  The  aviation  reuse  alternatives  would  likely  result  in  an  Increase  in  use  of  local  rail 
and  passenger  air  travel  service  and  the  No-Action  alternative  would  likely  result  in  a  reduction  of 
passenger  air  travel  service.  (3-19) 

RESPONSE:  As  Stated  in  Section  4.2.3  of  the  EIS,  there  would  be  increases  in  air  and  raH 
transportation  under  the  aviation  reuse  alternatives  as  a  result  of  the  overall  population  increase  in 
the  ROI  over  closure  conditions.  Because  the  baseline  assumed  is  closure  conditions,  there  is  no 
projected  change  in  air  and  raH  transportation  urxier  the  No-Action  Alternative. 

6.5  COMMENT:  These  appears  to  be  an  inconsistency  in  predicted  AADT  on  Township  Road  1 800 
East  for  2014  between  the  DEIS  and  the  socioeconomic  report.  (3-20) 

RESPONSE:  No  inconsistency  exists;  both  the  DEIS  (page  4-15,  third  paragraph)  and  the 
socioeconomic  report  (page  4-24,  first  paragraph)  predict  an  AADT  of  10,000  on  Township  Road 
1800  East  in  2014. 

6.6  COMMENT:  The  source  of  Willard  Airport  passenger-per-capita  in  1988  should  be  referenced. 
This  also  raises  the  question  of  whether  Willard  Airport  has  sufficient  capacity  to  expand.  (3-21 ) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.2.3. 1).  None  of  the 
eiltematives  addressed  herein  is  projected  to  result  in  an  increase  in  prassengers  through  Willard 
Airport  that  would  require  expansion. 
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6.7  COMMENT:  The  roadway  analysis  in  the  DEIS  concludes  that  Maplewood  Drive  and  Chartdler 
Road  would  have  only  marginally  acceptable  peak-hour  traffic  conditions  by  1999  urxjer  the 
Proposed  Action.  Intersection  capacity  arxi  roadway  capacity  should  be  studied  to  determine 
anticipated  impacts.  (3-3,156-25) 

RESPONSE:  Intersection  analysis  has  not  been  a  part  of  any  volume  capacity  ratio  studies  for 
any  key  community  roadways  because  (11  no  intersection  data  are  available  and  (2)  such  analysis 
is  considered  beyond  the  scope  of  base  disposal  and  reuse  traffic  analysis. 

6.8  COMMENT:  The  widening  of  U.S.  136  should  be  mentioned  with  regard  to  off-base  road 
expansion.  (3-18) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.2.2. 1). 
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7.0  UTILITIES 


7. 1  COMMENT:  Assumptions  listed  in  analyzing  the  potential  effects  on  utilities  anticipates  the  Village 
will  assume  the  responsibility  of  all  utilities  except  the  natural  gas  system  and  possibly  the  steam 
plant.  Are  these  assumptions  correct?  The  cost  of  maintaining  these  systems  will  be  a  great 
burden  on  Rantoul.  (150-1) 

RESPONSE:  The  assumption  that  the  Village  of  Rantoul  would  assume  responsibility  for  the 
drinking  water,  wastewater,  and  electric  systems  was  based  on  desires  expressed  by  Village 
officials  and  because  these  services  are  typically  provided  by  the  local  government  or 
quasi-government  entities.  Although  it  was  not  necessary  to  make  any  assumptions  concerning 
who  would  provide  these  services,  it  was  necessary  to  assume  that  these  services  would  be 
available  for  redevelopment.  Based  on  this  assumption,  the  analysis  addresses  anticipated 
demands,  environmental  impacts,  and  related  issues.  The  cost  of  operating  and  maintaining  the 
present  utility  systems  was  not  addressed  and  is  beyond  the  scope  of  an  environmental  impact 
analysis. 

7.2  COMMENT:  Minimal  space  heating  for  structures  on  base  will  be  provided  at  closure.  For  how 
long  will  this  be  maintained?  (1 1  -22) 

RESPONSE:  Minimal  space  heating  will  be  maintained  for  1  year.  After  the  first  year,  the  Air 
Force  will  evaluate  the  requirement  for  future  heating. 

7.3  COMMENT:  The  Village  landfill  will  dose  in  1995,  if  current  levels  are  maintained.  The  latest 
possible  closure  date  is  1998.  The  Rantoul  landfill  should  be  deleted  from  the  list  of  landfills 
available  to  receive  closure  materials,  including  demolition  debris.  Further  research  should  be 
done  to  insure  other  landfills  in  the  region  will  accept  demolition  debris.  (1 1  -42, 1 1  -45, 1 5-7, 

15B-4,  15B-19,  15B-26) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  (see  Sections  3.2.5.3  and  4.2.4)  to  address  the  fact  that 
the  Rantoul  landfill  will  not  be  accepting  demolition  debris  in  the  next  few  years  and  will  be  dosing 
in  1995.  Alternative  landfills  that  could  accept  this  debris  have  been  identified  in  the  EIS. 

7.4  COMMENT:  The  issue  of  problems  associated  with  the  wastewater  treatment  plant  (WWTP)  Is  not 
adequately  addressed  in  the  EIS.  Modifications  to  the  facility  will  be  necessary  to  accommodate 
flow  reductions  under  ail  future  conditions.  The  additional  design  capacity  ot  the  WWTP  was  built 
in  to  accommodate  Chanute  AFB.  None  of  the  alternatives  will  produce  flows  high  enough  to 
eliminate  low  flow  problems.  Assurances  must  be  provided  that  water  quality  in  all  affected  waters 
will  continue  to  meet  standards.  All  sections  in  the  documents  relating  to  wastewater  treatment 
should  state  this  situation.  (5-2, 11-1, 11-15, 11-19,  11-21, 11-32, 11-40,  11-43, 11-44, 11^,  11-47, 
14-1,  15-8) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  actively  discussing  funding  of  an  engineering  solution  to  the 
impacts  on  the  Rantoul  WWTP  resulting  from  reduction  In  wastewater  flows  following  base 
closure.  As  is  acknowledged  in  the  DEIS,  reduced  flows  will  adversely  impact  the  efficiency  of  the 
Rantoul  WWTP  and  pose  the  possibility  that  the  plant  will  violate  its  National  Pollutant  Discharge 
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Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permit.  The  text  in  Sections  3  and  4  of  the  DEIS  has  been  changed 
to  ensure  that  environmental  impacts  of  reduced  flow  and  a  range  of  possible  mitigation  measures 
are  adequately  addressed.  The  Village  of  Rantoul  has  requested  Air  Force  assistance  in  financing 
the  proposed  modifications  and  negotiations  toward  that  end  are  continuing. 

7.5  COMMENT:  The  Village  of  Rantoul  will  not  assume  responsibility  for  the  steam  plant  as  stipulated 
in  the  Village's  Position  Statement.  (11-41, 1SB-11, 15B-21) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  4.2.4). 

7.6  COMMENT:  Depressurized  water  lines  cannot  be  connected  to  the  Village's  water  distribution 
system.  These  lines  would  be  in  violation  of  cross-connection  control  ordinances  and  regulations 
in  that  they  may  provide  a  source  of  contamination  to  the  system.  (1 1  -20) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (See  Section  2.3.3). 

7.7  COMMENT:  There  is  concern  that  a  proportionate  number  of  young  people  will  leave  upon 
closure  and  will  affect  the  per  capita  usage  of  utilities.  (15B-20) 

RESPONSE:  The  average  per  capita  rate  of  utility  usage  indeed  may  change  as  noted  if  there  are 
changes  in  the  age  cohorts  of  the  Rantoul  population  or  for  other  reasons.  However,  the  ability  to 
assess  this  change  would  deperxl  on  obtaining  a  substantial  amount  of  presently  unavailable 
information,  including  average  utility  usage  rates  for  different  segments  of  both  the  existing  and 
projected  Rantoul  population.  Although  utility  usage  is  partly  dependent  on  the  Individual  habits 
and  tendencies  of  users,  it  is  also  dependent  on  the  particular  characteristics  of  the  existing 
structures  in  the  community  (e.g.,  amounts  of  insulation,  types  and  conditions  of  plumbing 
facilities)  and  the  relative  levels  of  utility  demand  by  residential,  commercial,  and  industrial  users. 
The  basic  assumption  that  post-closure  per  capita  utility  usage  rates  will  remain  at  approximately 
the  same  levels  as  pre-closure  is  considered  a  relatively  cautious  assumption,  given  that  the  ratio 
of  the  larger  commercial  and  industrial  users  may  increase.  The  results  of  the  study  should  be 
understood  to  be  reasonable  approximations  of  potential  future  utility  usage  in  the  Rantoul  area, 
given  the  level  of  available  information. 

7.8  COMMENT:  The  central  plant  mentioned  in  the  DEIS  is  coal-fired.  We  suggest  that  this  plant  be 
converted  to  another  fuel  such  as  oil  or  natural  gas  to  improve  air  quality.  Should  new  facilities  be 
constructed,  an  investigation  should  be  made  as  to  possible  energy  conservation  measures.  New 
structures  should  be  insulated  with  superinsuiation  and  the  use  of  “Greenlights”  (energy  efficient 
lighting)  should  be  implemented.  (5-8) 

RESPONSE:  All  decisions  regarding  energy  use  (coal  vs.  gas,  conservation  measures.  Insulation, 
lighting)  would  be  tiie  responsibility  of  the  new  owner/user(s)  of  the  base  property. 

7.9  COMMENT:  The  commenter  provided  the  Village  of  Rantoul  Position  Statement,  Chanute  Reuse, 
Infrastructure  Transfer  and  Responsibility  and  requested  that  it  be  included  in  the  EIS.  (11-8, 

11-13, 15A-1) 

RESPONSE:  This  document  has  been  included  as  ApperxJix  J  in  the  EIS. 


K-16 


Chanute  AFB  Disposal  and  Reuse  FEIS 


PUBUC  COMMENTS  AND  RESPONSES 


8.0  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS/WASTE  MANAGEMENT 


8. 1  COMMENT:  What  is  to  happen  to  USTs  under  the  alternatives  other  than  the  proposed  action? 
The  commenter  requests  that  all  USTs  be  removed  prior  to  closure,  or  replaced  with  new  systems 
that  can  meet  future  regulations.  (1 1  -5. 1 1  -1 6. 1 1  -1 7, 1 1  -25) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force's  present  plan  calls  for  removal  of  all  USTs  prior  to  base  closure.  The 
text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.3.4). 

8.2  COMMENT:  Asbestos  and  radon  statutes  or  regulations  that  are  approved  prior  to  closure  should 
be  applicable  to  the  base  disposed.  (1 5B-1 4) 

RESPONSE:  Concur. 

8.3  COMMENT:  Is  a  reference  to  the  asbestos  abatement  plan  adequate  to  fulfill  Air  Force  Policy  for 
asbestos  management  at  closing  bases?  The  commenter  believes  that  the  EIS  should  reflect  the 
ramifications  of  what  is  and  isn’t  removed  under  the  asbestos  abatement  plan.  (1 1  -3, 1 1  -38) 

RESPONSE:  A  copy  of  the  Air  Force  policy  on  management  of  asbestos  at  dosing  installations  is 
induded  as  Appendix  Q  of  the  EIS.  This  policy  dearly  sets  forth  the  considerations  involved  in 
deciding  whether  to  remove  asbestos  or  transfer  the  building  with  asbestos  in  place.  This  policy  is 
consistent  with  the  findings  of  the  U.S.  EPA  in  its  study  of  the  asbestos  problem  in  public  and 
commercial  buildings.  The  U.S.  EPA  declined  to  promulgate  a  standard  because  of  the  limited 
risk  posed  by  asbestos  incorporated  into  buildings,  the  prohibitive  costs  of  removing  such 
asbestos,  and  the  environmental  impact  of  properly  disposing  of  the  waste.  The  impact  that 
adherence  to  the  Air  Force  asbestos  policy  will  have  on  the  market  value  of  affected  buildings  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  environmental  analysis. 

8.4  COMMENT:  Is  the  economic  analysis  part  of  the  asbestos  abatement  plan?  Will  the  economic 
policy  for  asbestos  removal  be  fully  implemented  and  if  so,  when  will  the  economic  analysis  be 
completed?  (1 1  -4, 1 1  -36) 

RESPONSE:  Refer  to  response  to  comment  8.3. 

8.5  COMMENT:  Does  the  asbestos  management  policy  apply  to  buried  steam  lines?  If  so,  when  will 
these  lines  be  removed?  (1 1  -2, 1 1  -37) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  policy  on  management  of  asbestos  at  closing  installations  applies  to 
buried  steam  lines.  Consistent  with  Air  Force  policy,  steam  lines  will  be  removed  if  it  Is  determined 
that  the  protection  of  human  health  requires  removal.  At  the  present  time,  the  presence  of  burled 
steam  lines  constructed  using  asbestos-containing  materials  does  not  pose  a  threat  to  human 
health.  However,  removal  of  the  steam  lines  would  create  adverse  environmental  impacts  by 
posing  a  risk  of  emissions  of  asbestos  fibers  and  unnecessarily  using  limited  landfHI  space. 
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8.6  COMMENT:  The  Village  of  Rantoul  requests  the  following  hazardous  materials  summary  reports 
when  they  become  available: 

1. )  The  asbestos  abatement  plan 

2. )  Remedial  Investigation  data  summary  report 

3. )  Radon  survey  report 
(11-6,  11-7,  11-24,  11-28,  11-29) 

RESPONSE:  Copies  of  the  requested  documents  will  be  made  available  in  their  final  format. 

8.7  COMMENT:  Is  there  an  appeal  process  concerning  the  decisions  made  under  the  asbestos 
policy?  If  so,  procedures  for  making  appeals  is  requested.  (1 1  -35, 1 5B-1 5) 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  procedure  for  contesting  determinations  made  by  Air  Force 
Bioenvironmental  Engineers  concerning  implementation  of  the  asbestos  management  policy. 
However,  to  the  extent  irxJividuals  believe  errors  have  been  made,  they  may  bring  those  to  the  Air 
Force's  attention  by  identifying  the  determination  and  its  deficiencies  and  providing  data 
supporting  a  different  corndusion. 

8.8  COMMENT:  There  needs  to  be  clarification  as  to  how  interim  users  of  on-base  facilities  will  be 
managed  Including  Hazardous  Materials/Waste  Management.  The  commenter  believes  that  the 
Air  Force  should  remain  responsible  for  interim  usage.  (11-34, 15B-13) 

RESPONSE:  Any  entities  entering  Into  a  lease  for  use  of  Air  Force  property  prior  to  its  final 
transfer  will  be  responsible  for  complying  with  applicable  Illinois,  federal,  and  local  laws 
concerning  generation,  transportation,  storage,  and  disposal  of  hazardous  wastes.  The  Air  Force 
will  ensure  that  lease  provisions  provide  for  ready  access  by  appropriate  regulatory  authority  to 
any  leased  faculty. 

8.9  COMMENT:  Why  are  some  USTs  exempt  from  state  and  federal  regulations?  (1 1  -26) 

RESPONSE:  Federal  UST  regulations  (40  CFR  part  280)  exempt  residential  heating  oil  tanks. 
Under  Illinois  regulations,  residential  heating  oU  tanks  with  capacities  less  than  1,100  gallons  are 
also  exempt  from  regulatory  concern,  unless  the  tank  systems  are  known  to  have  leaked  to  the 
environment  (see  Section  3.3.4). 

8. 1 0  COMMENT:  What  is  the  basis  for  ihe  assumption  that  all  existing  contamination  has  been 
identified?  Has  the  Air  Force  Investigated  the  allegations  that  there  are  other  burial  sites  of 
hazardous  materials  and  included  them  in  the  IRP  process?  (1 1  -33, 1 5B-1 2) 

RESPONSE:  The  statement  that  ail  contamination  on  Chanute  AFB  had  been  identified  is  based 
on  the  results  of  the  Installation  Restoration  Program  investigations.  In  1983,  the  initial  records 
search  was  conducted  by  Engineering-Science  Inc.  and  included  interviews  with  past  and  present 
employees.  Additional  groundwater  sampling  was  conducted  during  1988  and  1989. 
Groundwater  sampling  has  continued  during  1990  and  a  report  concerning  these  efforts  is 
due  hi  1991. 

The  IRP  investigations  have  established  the  existence  of  contamination  on  the  base  and  identified 
probable  sources.  Despite  extensive  groundwater  sampling  since  1988,  no  major  additional 
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sources  were  identified,  in  addition,  the  discovery  of  contaminants  has  been  consistent  with 
expectation  based  on  the  records  search  and  employee  interviews. 

8.1 1  COMMENT:  The  discussion  of  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  concerning  contamination 
from  hazardous  substances  at  Chanute  AFB  seems  out  of  context.  (3-1 1 ) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.3.3). 

8. 1 2  COMMENT:  There  should  be  an  investigation  of  the  possibility  of  expanding  existing  fecUities  to 
meet  the  needs  of  increased  usage,  without  disturbing  asbestos  and  creating  environmental 
disposal/remediation.  If  buildings  containing  asbestos  must  be  demolished,  a  landfill  permitted  to 
take  special  wastes  should  be  identified  prior  to  demolition.  (5-5) 

RESPONSE:  An  asbestos  survey  was  recently  conducted  at  Chanute  AFB;  results  are  pending. 
Any  removal  or  management  of  asbestos  at  the  base  will  be  conducted  In  accordance  with  Air 
Force  Policy  on  the  Management  of  Asbestos  at  Closing  Bases  (see  ApperxJix  G  of  the  EIS).  This 
policy  recognizes  that  “While  removal  is  a  remedy,  in  many  cases  management  alternatives  (such 
as  encapsulation  within  the  building)  are  acceptable  and  cost  effective  methods  of  dealing  with 
asbestos."  The  policy  lists  criteria  for  determining  that  removal  is  appropriate,  and  guidelines  for 
management  if  removal  Is  not  indicated.  The  policy  further  states  that  “friable  asbestos  will  be 
properly  disposed  of.”  If,  in  fact,  demolition  debris  consisting  of  asbestos-containing  materials 
must  be  disposed  of,  an  appropriate  landfill  will  be  identified  prior  to  demolition. 

8. 1 3  COMMENT:  The  DEIS  discusses  the  possibility  for  the  increased  use  of  herbicides  and  pesticides. 
Measures  should  be  taken  to  ensure  that  vrater  quality  is  not  adversely  impacted  as  a  result  of 
increased  usage.  (5-6) 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  States  that  all  pesticide  and  herbicide  usage  is,  and  will  continue  to  be, 
conducted  in  compliance  with  the  FIFRA.  This  Act  regulates  quantities  and  usage  of  pesticides, 
herbicides,  and  rodenticides  to  assure  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public  and  local  wildlife.  The 
text  has  been  revised  to  include  a  fuller  explanation  of  the  FIFRA  (see  Section  3.3.6). 

8.14  COMMENT :  The  DEIS  mentions  that  there  are  several  hazardous  waste  sites  located  near 
wetlands  which  may  currently  or  in  the  future  impact  the  quality  of  these  habitats.  Coordination 
should  continue  concerning  potential  wetlands  impacts  at  these  sites.  (5-10) 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  from  existing  contaminated  sites  are  being  addressed  by  the  IRP. 

8.15  COMMENT:  Will  the  above-ground  Storage  tanks  be  left  behind?  If  so,  the  economic  impact  of 
this  decision  should  be  addressed  in  the  socioeconomic  analysis.  (11-27) 

RESPONSE:  It  has  not  yet  been  determined  which.  If  any,  of  the  above-ground  tanks  will  be  left  in 
place  for  reuse.  The  economic  impact  of  transferring  unregulated  above-ground  tanks  Is  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  environmental  analysis. 
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9.0  GEOLOGY  AND  SOILS 


9.1  COMMENT:  The  conversion  of  prime  farmland  to  non-agricuiturai  uses  constitutes  a  major  natural 
resource  impact  and  it  should  be  addressed  accordingly  in  the  PEIS.  The  acreage  and  status 
(prime,  important,  etc.)  of  each  soil  type  should  be  identified  for  any  alternative  proposing 
acquisition  of  agricuiturai  land.  (6-1, 6-2, 6-4, 6-5) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropiiately  (see  Sections  4.2.2. 1  and  4.4.1). 

9.2  COMMENT:  No  mention  is  made  of  the  potential  disturbance  of  subsurface  tile  drainage  systems 
on  agricultural  lands  with  proposed  development.  (6-6) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  to  address  this  concern  (see  Section  4.4.2. 1 ). 
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10.0  WATER  RESOURCES 


10.1  COMMENT:  It  is  suggested  that  a  buffer  strip  of  native  vegetation  at  least  1 00  feet  wide  be 
permanently  maintained  in  areas  where  wetlands  and  other  water  bodies  may  be  subject  to  storm 
water  runoff,  to  minimize  impacts  to  water  quality.  (5-1 ) 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  believe  that  the  creation  of  permanent  100-foot-wlde  buffer 
strips  around  all  on-base  wetlands,  tributaries,  streams,  and  other  water  bodies  Is  necessary  to 
protect  water  quality.  Direct  impacts  on  wetlands  through  dredge  and  fill  activities  are  managed 
by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  U.S.  EPA  through  the  Clean  Water  Act  Section  404 
permitting  process.  Furthermore,  water  quality  impacts  resulting  from  point  source  discharges 
are  regulated  under  the  National  Pollution  Discharge  Elimination  System  (NPDES)  permitting 
process  under  Section  301  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  The  Air  Force  believes  that  existing  regulatory 
schemes  are  sufficient  to  address  the  concerns  expressed  by  the  U.S.  EPA.  As  noted  in  the  DEiS, 
adverse  impacts  to  these  waters  during  construction  wiil  be  prevented  by  the  piacement  of 
temporary  berms. 

1 0.2  COMMENT:  The  Final  EIS  must  address  the  treatment  and  disposal  of  wastewater  from  the 
industrial  and  commercial  facilities  as  well  as  storm  water  runoff  from  industrial  parking  facilities, 
to  avoid  impacts  to  water  quality.  (5-3) 

RESPONSE:  It  is  likeiy  that  an  NPDES  permit(s)  would  be  required  for  industrial  and  commercial 
wastewater  discharges.  Prior  to  construction  design  for  reuse  activities,  a  study  simiiar  to  the 
Maintenance  and  Drainage  Systems  (MUDS)  study  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (1987)  would  be  conducted  to  identify  potentiai  drainage  problems  and  develop 
solutions.  The  solutions  would  be  incorporated  into  the  design  and  construction  of  new/modified 
facilities.  NPDES  permits  may  be  required  for  storm  water  discharges  during  construction,  as  well 
as  during  airfield  operations  under  the  Proposed  Action.  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately 
(see  Section  4.4.2. 1). 

1 0.3  COMMENT:  If  the  tributary  to  Salt  Fork  Creek  must  be  rechanneled  to  accommodate  the 
proposed  runway  expansion,  plans  for  rechanneiing  the  tributary  and  mitigating  lost  habitat  must 
be  addressed.  If  drainage  is  to  be  altered,  impacts  on  the  aquatic  system  must  be  addressed. 

(5-4) 

RESPONSE:  The  tributary  will  not  need  to  be  rechanneled  to  accommodate  runway  expansion 
because  it  is  not  In  the  extension  area.  As  discussed  in  response  to  comment  10.2  above,  a 
drainage  study  would  be  conducted  prior  to  construction  and  any  potential  impacts  to  wetlands  or 
surface  water  would  be  prevented  or  minimized  by  Incorporating  appropriate  mitigation  measures 
(such  as  berms,  drains,  culverts,  etc.)  into  the  design  of  new  facilities  (see  Section  4.4.2. 1). 

Similarly,  the  mitigation  measures  discussed  in  Section  4.4.5. 1  would  be  implemented  to  minimize 
impacts  to  wetlands,  aquatic  habitat,  and  any  loss  of  native  vegetation.  Loss  of  foraging  habitat  as 
a  result  of  runway  extension  would  present  orriy  minimal  effects  on  local  wildlife,  which  would  be 
compensated  by  the  large  amount  of  other  habitat  available  in  the  area  and  instituting 
management  practices  for  pheasant. 
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10.4  COMMENTS:  The  groundwater  section  should  state  that  there  is  no  aquifer  designated  by  the 
EPA  as  a  sole  or  principle  drinking  water  resource.  (3-1 2) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.4.2.3) 
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11.0  AIR  QUALITY 

11.1  COMMENTS:  Sections  concerning  air  and  water  quality  constaiction  impacts  should  mention  that 
aviation  development  would  follow  provisions  of  FAA  Advisory  Circular  1 5/5370-1 0.  (3-22) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Sections  4.4.1 .1 , 4.4.3.1 ,  and  4.4.3.2). 
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12.0  NOISE 


1 2.1  COMMENT:  Specific  EPA  guidelines  should  be  referenced  concerning  hearing  loss.  (3-24) 
RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.4.4). 

12.2  COMMENT:  )DOT  suggests  that  the  airport  proponent  could  voluntarily  pursue  a  future  FAR  Part 
150  Study  for  analyzing  operational  and  facility  modifications  to  reduce  noise  levels.  (3-25) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.4.4. 1 ) . 

12.3  COMMENT:  The  measures  presented  in  the  DEIS  for  mitigating  effects  of  noise  overflight  in  the 
sleep  of  residents  during  the  summer  should  be  implemented.  (5-9) 

RESPONSE:  No  conflicts  with  the  FAA  land  use  compatibility  guidelines  contained  within  FAR 
Part  150  have  been  identified  for  the  Proposed  Action.  The  airport  proponent  could  voluntarSy 
pursue  a  future  FAR  Part  150  study  to  analyze  operational  and  facility  modifications  to  reduce 
aviation  noise  levels  below  DNL  65  dB. 
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13.0  BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 


1 3.1  COMMENT:  There  is  concern  about  potential  development  and  reuse  restrictions  due  to  on-base 
wetlands.  What  wetland  impact  and  possible  restrictions  are  likely  to  occur?  More  detail  should 
be  provided  so  that  potential  effects  can  be  properly  identified  within  the  proposed  reuse 
alternatives. ,  (1 1  -30,1 5B-8) 

RESPONSE:  The  range  of  mitigation  measures  that  may  be  taken  to  address  wetlands  Impacts 
resulting  from  redevelopment  are  outlined  in  Section  4.4.5  of  the  text.  The  conceptual  nature  of 
redevelopment  mandates  that,  In  some  cases,  specific  impacts  cannot  be  described.  However, 
the  EIS  addresses  the  Section  404  process  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  in  detail.  Future  landowners 
would  be  responsible  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  Section  404  (see  Section  4.4.S.1).  The 
economic  impact  of  such  measures  is  beyond  the  scope  of  environmental  impact  analysis. 

13.2  COMMENT:  Field  surveys  can  be  cortducted  as  a  protection  measure  for  biological  resources. 
Mitigation  recommendations  and  avoiding  construction  in  the  southeast  portion  of  the  base  will 
help  protect  wetland  areas.  (12-1) 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  surveys  would  be  conducted  before  initiating  any  activities  that  could 
affect  wetlands.  Mitigation  measures  will  be  implemented,  as  necessary,  to  comply  with  federal 
and  state  regulations  for  the  protection  of  wetlands. 

13.3  COMMENT:  American  slough  grass  and  Eustoma  should  be  removed  from  the  text.  Prairie 
remnants  are  not  present  in  the  proposed  project  area.  (3-13,  3-14, 3-27) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Sections  3.4.5, 3.4.5.1,  and  4.4.5.1). 

13.4  COMMENT:  Coordination  with  the  Illinois  Department  of  Conservation  should  be  noted  with 
discussion  of  threatened  and  endangered  species.  (3-15) 

RESPONSE:  Text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  3.4.5.3). 

1 3.5  COMMENT:  The  locations  of  various  wetland  types  discussed  should  be  labeled  on  the  wetlands 
figure.  (3-16) 

RESPONSE:  Figure  3.4-3  has  been  revised  appropriately. 

1 3.6  COMMENT:  It  would  seem  appropriate  to  quantify  by  type  and  acreage  the  loss  of  vegetation. 
(3-26) 

RESPONSE:  Vegetation  impacts  were  not  quantified  because  the  analysis  is  at  a  programmatic 
level.  The  project  description  did  not  provide  enough  detail  to  establish  precise  disturbance 
boundaries  on  a  map  so  that  such  losses  could  be  calculated.  Further,  there  are  no  threatened, 
endangered,  or  sensitive  species  present  on  base. 
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13.7  COMMENT:  The  landscaping  plans  discussed  in  the  DEIS  concerning  reuse  should  include 
planting  to  replace  any  trees  lost  to  construction.  (5-7) 

RESPONSE:  Although  there  would  be  some  loss  of  trees  and  vegetation  as  a  result  of  reuse 
construction  activities,  there  are  no  sensitive  biological  resources  present  on  the  base  that  would 
require  compensatory  measures  (ref.  Section  3.4.5).  Effects  on  vegetation  from  construction  loss 
are  considered  to  be  minimal.  Landscaping  of  these  areas  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
proposed  reuse  activities  and  would  be  the  responsibility  of  the  new  owner/user(s). 

13.8  COMMENT:  It  is  suggested  that  buffers  between  facilities/use  areas  be  connected  so  that  wildlife 
has  a  connected  corridor  throughout  the  base.  Consideration  should  be  given  to  developing 
habitats  that  will  support  a  diversity  of  plants  and  animals.  (5-1 2) 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  threatened  or  endangered  species  or  sensitive  habitats  on  Chanute 
AFB.  Based  on  the  absence  of  sensitive  biological  resources,  the  alternatives  proposed  are  those 
considered  the  most  reasonable  and  economically  feasible.  All  proposed  reuse  options 
incorporate  open  space  and  recreational  areas,  which  would  support  the  types  of  wildlife  present. 
Planting,  landscaping,  and  maintenance  of  open  space  and  recreation  areas  will  be  the 
responsibility  of  the  new  owner/user(s). 
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14.0  CULTURAL  RESOURCES 


14.1  COMMENT:  The  commenter  requests  one  copy  of  each: 

1 . )  The  determination  of  eligibiiity  for  historical  and  prehistoric  resources  on  base. 

2. )  The  assessment  of  the  effects  of  the  project  on  cultural  resources. 

3. )  The  archeological  surface  surveys  of  the  base. 

(15B-9) 

RESPONSE:  Copies  of  these  documents  will  be  available  in  their  final  format. 

1 4.2  COMMENT:  The  procedures  concerning  cultural  resources  appear  to  be  adequate.  Consultation 
with  the  Illinois  Historic  Preservation  Agency  concerning  cultural  resources  at  Chanute  AFB 
should  continue  through  completion  of  the  FEIS.  (7-1) 

RESPONSE:  Consultation  with  the  Illinois  Historic  Preservation  Agency  regarding  potential 
cultural  resources  at  Chanute  AFB  has  been  Initiated  and  will  continue,  in  compliance  with  Section 
106  of  the  Natiorral  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

14.3  COMMENT:  "Mitigation,"  as  used  in  the  106  process,  does  not  alter  the  evaluation  of  effect.  Effect 
Is  either  adverse  or  it  is  not.  If  not,  mitigation  is  not  required.  If  potentially  adverse,  avoidance  or 
mitigation  comes  into  play.  (3-28) 

RESPONSE:  The  text  has  been  revised  appropriately  (see  Section  4.4.6). 
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15.0  SOCIOECONOMIC 


15.1  COMMENT:  A  request  is  made  that  the  Air  Force  use  the  same  formula  used  in  The  Chanute 
Economic  Resource  Impact  Statement  to  express  the  economic  effect  to  the  community  due  to 
the  closing  of  the  base.  (1 5-4) 

RESPONSE:  The  Chanute  AFB  Economic  Resource  Impact  Statement  (ERIS)  for  FY  1990 
indicated  that  the  local  economic  impact  of  the  base  was  $227.6  million  that  year,  and  supported 
1 ,934  secondary  jobs  in  the  area.  The  local  area  to  which  the  ERIS  refers  encompasses  all  places 
within  a  50-mile  radius  of  the  base,  and  includes  both  the  Decatur  and  Bloomington  areas  as  well 
as  parts  of  Indiana.  Corresponding  results  from  the  Chanute  AFB  socioeconomic  analysis  are 
regional  economic  impacts  of  $205. 1  million  in  FY  1 990  and  1 ,550  secondary  jobs  that  year. 

These  are  comparable  results,  particularly  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  region  of  influence  for  the  EIS 
includes  only  Champaign  and  Ford  counties. 

15.2  COMMENT:  There  are  a  number  of  military  retirees  (about  5,000)  cun’ently  receiving  health  care 
from  the  Chanute  hospital.  The  commenter  request  that  consideration  be  given  to  retirees  who 
live  in  the  area  to  receive  affordable  health  care.  Keeping  outpatient  and  pharmaceutical  services 
for  military  retirees  would  help  ease  health  care  costs.  (13-1, 15-11) 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  this  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
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action  include  proposals  for  transfer  of  portions  ^f 


Chsnute  Air  Force  Base  to  federal  agencies  in 
conpliance  with  the  Federal  Property  and 


Adninisirative  Service  Act  of  I*?!?. 


Hy  nsne  is  ColonsI  Jaaes  Heupsl.  la 
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ths  'Ihisf  Trial  'udae  f-r  th«  Xir  F-.'r*e.  I  a  i 
full'tiae  aili'.ar-.  '.J;®  •  r  Air  F-r's  'ourt  -ejr';»4 


or  criainal  triaia.  l  e  been  de.eiGni'sd  b\  'he 


J'hJt  '.his  infcraal  hearing  is  interied 
to  provide  is  i  pabl;-  f^raui*  f-r  two-wax 


eoaaunicatlons  witn  a  -lew  i mpr  e*en*  .-'f  t":e 


■  t  *  he  Judge  Ad\ 


■'eneral  in  'washing*^  on  ro 


ic'  3.3  presiding  ■'ffs-er  for  'onight's  public  hearing 


'•-erill  decision  making  pr-'-ess. 


N-'-w  x.'u'll  n-ctire  that  I  said  tw 


-h  ^he  Traft  En v i r cnaent a  1  lapact  Stateaent. 


c-amunicat ions .  Par'  one  of  thxt  -alls 


Vow  ;■»  not  here  as  an  expert  on  ^his 


listen  carefully  to  what  the  Air  F^rce  expert?  sa\  as 


p  r '  p  cs  a  i  nor  h ax- 


had  any  lonnection  with  Its 


y''u're  briefed  on  the  proposal,  and  also  upon  the 


developaent.  I  aa  not  here  'o  act  as  a  legal  adviaar 


proposal  anticipated  en\ i rnnaent a  1  consequencea . 


'he  Air  Force  experts  who  will  address  this 


After  the  briefing  well  take  a  short 


proposal.  H',  purpose  is  siaply  to  insure  that  ws  have 


recess,  and  then  lou'!!  be  able  to  provide  c-oaBants  oo 


a  fair  and  orderly  hearing  and  that  all  who  wish  to  ba 


any  points  aade  in  tha  briefing  or  in  the  Draft 


heard  have  a  fair  chance  to  speak. 


Enx ircnaental  lapact  Statsaant.  to  tell  the  Air  force 


New  let  ae  :u8t  take  a  aoaent  'o 


e.xperts  what  you  think,  to  give  the  Air  Fcrce  de  ision 


explain  how  tonight's  hearing  will  proceed.  This 


aaktrs  tha  banafit  of  your  knowledge  of  the  local  area 


isn't  going  to  be  a  debate  nor  a  referendua  f-^r  a  vote 


affected  by  tha  proposal  and  any  env i ronaent a  1  hazards 


upon  the  proposal  itself.  There  will  be  no 


daaonatraClons  nor  should  you  signify  your  agreeaant 


I'd  Ilka  to  eaphaais.  this  is  a  proposal 


or  dlaagraaaant  with  the  speaker's  position  bv 


and  not  aoBathlng  that's  slraady  been  decided. 


applausa  or  other  expressions  cf  approval  or 


approvad  or  funded.  Our  hearing  isn't  for  the  purpose 


dlaspproval'  that  adds  ncrning  to  the  hea 
and  siaply  wastes  >our  valuable  tiae  -ha 


be  'he  only  tiae  available  fer  your  pers 
-xur  Tovernaent's  decision  asking  process. 


of  justifying  anything  but  rathar  to  idantify  and 
assess  pertinent  laparts.  including  your  personal 


perspective  as  to  those  lapacts. 

Take  notes  as  you  chooaa  during  the 
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br^adng.  *nd  asked  vou  ti  dll  out  our  conment 

cerdi.  our  -~oaaent  sheets  We  ha\e  the  attendance 
records,  also.  we'\e  asked  sou  to  indicate  down  in 
the  bl'-k.  aake  J  rhecK  eark.  if  sou’d  like  to  eake  a 
public  coenent  here  tonight  or  if  sou  would  like  to 
ask  a  'larifs'ing  question  as  to  soeething  that's  been 
indicated  in  the  biiel^ng  >  i.u  the  Sralt 
£nv 1 roneent a  1  lapact  Stateeent. 

kow  after  he've  had  the  presentation  by 
the  -Xir  force  experts,  we'll  take  a  recess.  I'll  get 
these  cards  that  you  have  either  filled  out  or  that  we 
have  you  fill  out  at  the  recess  and  collect  before  we 
start  up  again. 

Then  when  we  start  in  again.  I'll 
recognize  public  officials,  elected  officials. 

I  representatives  of  elacted  officials  tor  tha  purposes 
j  of  Baking  a  stataaant  about  the  proposal,  and  then 
j  I'll  else  recognize  representativ*i  of  groups  or  the 
I  public  et  large.  And  for  the  latter  two  groups.  I'll 
I  do  that  by  shuffling  these  cards  and  taking  thea  in  a 
randoa  order.  So  that  there  ie  a  fair  chance  for 
I  evary  one  to  get  their  coaBents  In. 

'  Sow,  I  just  suggest  to  you.  don't  bs 

hesitant  or  shy  about  aaktng  a  atateaent.  This  Is  an 
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1 

7 

not  to  be  a  cnainal  trial,  rather  to  be  involved  in  a 

2 

process  like  this,  .'rose  esaaination  isn't  not  an 

3 

appropriate  part  of  the  process. 

4 

Vow.  the  fourth  point  would  be  that 

5 

stateaents  will  be  liaited  to  five  ainutes  for 

6 

everyone,  that  includes  elected  public  officials  or 

7 

their  representatives,  designated  spokespersons  of 

9 

private  groups  and  private  citizens,  w#  need  to  do 

9 

this  so  that  everyone  has  an  opportunity  to  be  beard 

10 

and  has  that  fair  opportunity  to  be  heard 

11 

Now.  I 'a  going  to  end  up  being  the  tiae 

12 

keeper,  and  I  will  do  that.  But  I  will  ask  you  to 

1  3 

please  honor  a  request  froa  ae  that  you  stop  spesklng. 

1  4 

I'll  let  >ou  know  when  the  five  ainutes  is  up. 

15 

We  have  a  clock  beck  on  tha  side  well. 

16 

but  I'a  going  to  be  asking  you  to  coae  up  to  the 

17 

podiuB  when  you  do  speeK.  Your  becks  are  to  that 

11 

side.  9o  I’ll  try  to  do  soaething  Ilka  this 

19 

Hndlcatlng)  when  the  five  ainutes  is  up  so  that 

20 

you'll  Iniow.  end  I'll  ask  you  to  wrap  up  your  coaasnte 

21 

at  that  point. 

23 

It  aey  be  neceseery.  for  technical 

23 

rceeons.  to  change  a  tape  for  the  reporter  or  for 

24 

video  tape  purpose#  to  change  a  tape,  and  wa  aey  need 
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inforasl  hearing,  and  I  wiant  tn  help  insure  tna'  jW 

'  of  those  who  wish  to  speak  ha^e  \  (air  chance  to  be 

heard. 

In  rhat  regard.  I'd  ask  vou  to  help  as 
enforce  Che  following  ground  rules.  first,  oniv  speak 
after  I  recognize  you  and  please  address  your  reaarks 
*Q  ae .  as  the  Hearing  Officer. 

Second,  speak  clearly  and  slowly, 
starting  out  with  your  full  naae.  address  and  the 

;  i 

capacity  in  which  you're  appearing,  that  is.  ae  e  j 

j  public  official  or  a  designated  representative  of  a  I 

j  private  association  or  a  parson  speaking  solely  In  hie  I 

!  or  her  individual  capacity,  so  that  our  court  reporter 
who  IS  here.  Me.  Siaons  Baird,  who  has  to  aake  a 
I  varbatiB  record  of  these  proceedings,  can  do  her  job 
]  profsssionally.  If  you  can  do  these  things,  give  her 

your  naae.  et  cetera,  that  will  assist  her.  | 

Third,  if  you  hava  any  quescions  for  the 
panel  or  a  point  that  you  do  not  understand,  aak  one 
quaetloB  at  a  tiae  when  I've  recognized  you.  I’ll  i 

allow  a  reaaonable  nuaber  of  gusations.  But  I  auet 
eaphaala  that  guestlona  are  t'/  clarify  points  not  I 

I  understood.  Cross-exaaination  is  not  appropriate.  i 

I  This,  hepplly  for  ae .  la  a  not  trial.  It's  refreshing 
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to  take  e  quick  break  at  that  point,  and  then  we'll 

I  start  you  back  up  so  you  do  not  lose  any  tine. 

i 

I  The  sixth  point  would  be.  I'd  ask  you  to 

not  to  speak  while  another  person  is  speaking,  and 
I'll  only  recognize  one  person  at  a  tiae.  The  last  , 

t  point  will  be.  I  see  froa  the  sign  on  the  wall  that  | 

I  this  is  a  riO-sBoklng  area.  So  I  would  appreciate  your 
cooperation  with  that  rule. 

j  Now.  It  ia  possible  that  there  will  be  ' 

I  questions  that  .Kir  Force  representatives  are  not  able 

to  answer.  That  could  occur  because  even  though 

there's  a  good  deal  of  expertise  asseabled  here,  they 

will  not  atteapt  to  answer  queations  tonight  unless  I 

I  i 

{  they're  confident  that  they  can  do  so  accurately. 

I  I 

I  Now.  If  this  should  occur,  they're  not  | 

I  able  to  answer  a  question,  and  if  the  question  la 
I  relevant  to  the  environaentel  process.  I  can  assure  | 

you  that  It  will  be  addressed  in  the  final  docuaent. 
which  you  say  receive  a  copy  of. 

If  we  run  out  of  tiae  before  everyone  ' 

'  gets  to  spoke,  you're  invited  to  fill  out  e  coaaent  | 

I 

sheet.  You  can  do  that  even  if  we  have  aufflctent  j 

tiae.  We  have  the  coaaent  sheets.  You  can  include  ! 

I  additional  pegae.  Boas  of  you  aey  already  hav*  soae 

[ 
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I  >  p«d  r  with  rr>  n4'>* 

rontid^rAd . 

■i  .>4  11  noti.i*  fr  '•  th*  pAMphlct  that 
*  n.*nl»'i  •>ii»  that  ''an  b*  »tib«it»*d  at 

in,  ’:»«  ;ri  .r  *  >  th«  ^ind  '‘f  Vpr  i  i  D>  •ailin'7 

th*»  ro  fh«  iddr««*  that'*  jndicatad  jf  »h*  tx’ttf-**  -tt 
thia  fir*  r  it  th«  -if  th«  ah4*».  \nd 

a  r  1 1  #iii«n*  •  that  ar»  ■njbmttdd  thia  way  will  have  aqual 
wai'jhT  and  ’ha  saaa  'araful  nnnaldaratlon  aa 

thesa  atataaanta  that  ara  aada  orally  hara  tonight. 

I’d  Ilka  to  thank  avaryona  who  haa 
turnad  out.  \our  praaanca  hara  is  coaaar.  *abla.  in 
t.hat  It  shows  a  graat  intarast  in  your  coaaunity  and 
in  thosa  things  that  ara  laportant  to  it.  L#t  aa 
insura  you  that  your  intarast  is  tha  priaary  purposa 
for  us  baing  hara  tonight. 

Now.  at  this  tlaa  lat  aa  introduca  tha 
aaabara  ot  tha  panal  across  froa  aa.  laaadiataly 
across  froa  aa.  on  your  right,  would  ba  Hr.  Gan# 
Aafaky.  rspraaanting  tha  Closura  laplasantation  Offica 
In  tha  Pantagon.  and  ha'll  ba  spaaRlng  on  tha 
propoaal.  In  tha  oentat  is  Hr.  Robart  Orr.  Spacial 
taalstant  to  tha  sacratary  of  tha  Oapartsant  of 
Tr anspor t at  Ion .  whoaa  rapraaanting  tha  fadarai 


Aviation  Adai  n  I  s(  r  It  i  ,n  .  and  n  >'.,r  l«f’  w'.u;d  t  •• 
Llautanant  <'ol'->nai  !'>a  Hari)!  tn*  Dirar’ur  <A  rn* 

Cnvi  ronaant  a  1  Division  Air  lore#  ttaginnal  'ill 
fnijinwer  N<-»rton  Vir  F'-f"**  Pisa,  f’alifornia 

Now  It's  plaasura  to  introdu‘*  Hr 
‘;i»na  AafsKy  whet  will  briaf  tha  proposal  tonight. 

MR.  ACFSK.Y:  Thanh  you.  Colonal.  Mv  nans  i  •» 
Gana  A*fsk>  and  1  raprasant  tha  Offica  of  tha 
Pantagon  craatad  to  aanaging  tha  disposal  of  Air  fores 
basas  idantifiad  by  tha  spacial  Cosaissiona  appointad 
undar  tha  authoritias  of  two  saparata  Sasa  '.'loaura  and 
Rsslignaant  Glsusas. 

In  discussing  tha  Air  Forca’s  proposad 
4<-tion.  I'd  Ilka  to  covar  four  topics,  first  is 
disposal  planning  Sacond.  ara  tha  ob)activaa  usad  by 
tha  Air  Forca  to  guldanca  planning.  Third,  ara 
disposal  conaidsrat ions  that  war#  uasd  to  arriv*  st  a 
daclaion.  Lastly,  is  tha  Air  Forca'a  daclsion  itsaif. 
that  la,  what  actions  tha  Air  fores  will  taka  basad  on 
tha  findings  in  tha  DEIS  and  othar  conaidarar ions . 

Our  planning  is  guidad  by  tha  fact  that 
tha  Sacratary  of  tha  Air  forca  haa  baan  dalagatad  tha 
authority  to  act  aa  tha  Fadarai  Disposal  Agant  for 
Chanuta  Air  Forca  Baas.  Usually  this  raaponsibi J i .  > 
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1  1 

rasts  with  tha  Ada  i  n j s t rat  or  of  c^naral  Sarviras.  but 

1 

tha  Sacratarv  f’f  tha  Air  Forca  has  full  discrari  .n  in 

3 

tha  Bass  closura  s  ’i  f  1951  and  1990  changad  tha 

3 

dataraining  how  tha  Air  Forca  will  >iisposa  of  ’no 

1 

noraa 1  procaduras . 

3 

proparty . 

i 

'ndar  ’ha  Aota  tha  Dapartaant  if 

t 

Naxt,  I'd  Ilka  to  discuss  tha  Ait  For  -a 

A 

5 

obiaotivas  for  tha  disposal  prooaas.  First,  in  '>rdar 

*> 

Pafansa  has  in  turn,  radalagatad  his  disposal 

6 

to  insura  that  tha  procasa  prograsaa't  aanolhlt  wa 

7 

authority  of  Air  Forca  l nst a  1 1  at  Ions  to  tha  Sacratary 

7 

aust  davaiop  a  coaprahans l va  plan.  In  davalopinq  ’ha 

A 

if  tha  Air  For r# . 

8 

plan,  wa  aust  consldar  tha  dsslraa  of  tha  coaaunity, 

9 

Daspita  this  changa.  howavar.  tha 

9 

tha  anvironaantal  conaaquancaa  of  our  disposal  iaauaa. 

10 

traditional  disposal  siatuta  for  fadarai  proparty  ara 

10 

and  tha  Incidental  land  usas  in  tha  intarast  of  tha 

1 1 

still  anforrad.  Tha  Air  Forca  aust  adhara  to  Ih#  laws 

11 

Air  forca  and  tha  Fadarai  Govarnaant  aa  tha  currant 

13 

and  Ganaral  Sarviras  Adnl n 1  at r at  ion  Ragulations  that 

13 

ownars  of  tha  land. 

1  3 

ara  in  placa  at  tha  tins  of  tha  passaga  of  tha  Closura 

1  3 

Sacond.  Congrats  is  only  providing 

14 

Arts.  Howavar.  tha  sarvicas  nay  lasus  ragulations.  if 

1  • 

start-up  capital  for  lapllcation  of  tha  raalignaants 

15 

raquirad.  to  inplsnant  thsir  dalsgatad  authoritias. 

15 

and  closuraa.  Rsvanuaa  froa  proparty  salas  will  ba 

1« 

Anothmr  of  tha  provisions  of  both  Acta 

1« 

usad  to  offaat  tha  short  fall.  As  such,  it  is 

17 

raquirad  ua  to  consult  with  tha  atata.  governor,  and 

laportant  that  tha  afforts  sustain  itsalf  throughout 

l« 

haada  of  local  govarnnanta  for  tha  purpoaa  of 

1« 

tha  Ufa  of  tha  Bass  closura  Account,  which  taralnatas 

19 

coaaldsrlng  any  plana  for  tha  usa  of  such  proparty  b> 

19 

in  saptaabar  of  1995. 

30 

1  tha  local  connunity  concarnad.  Wa  ara  naatlng  tha 

30 

Third,  tha  Air  Forca  wants  to  aasa  tha 

31 

consultation  raquirtnanta  for  Chanuta  Air  Forca  Baas 

21 

tranaltlon  by  atraaallnlng  tha  procass  so  that  tt 

33 

by  working  with  tha  villaga  of  Rantoul  and  tha 

23 

procaads  as  quickly  and  saoothly  as  posstbla. 

33 

Illinoia  Dapartaant  of  Transportation. 

33 

Now,  I’d  Ilka  to  aova  on  to  dascriba  how 

3« 

finally  our  planning  racognisas  that 

3« 

wa  inrand  to  achtava  thosa  nbiactivas.  For  our 
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purposes,  disposal  has  b^sn  organizsd  to  consider  five 
interrelatsd  documents.  The  first  is  the  CIS.  the 
I  draft  of  which  we're  reviewing  tonight.  The  second  is 
the  agreement  on  how  to  conduct  the  environmental 

.  i 

-leanup.  Third,  is  the  study  of  the  socioeconomic  i 

impact  of  the  closure  and  potential  reuse,  which  was  i 

1 

referred  to  In  the  first  EIS.  Fourth,  is  the  reuse  j 

proposal  terminated  by  the  local  community.  Fifth.  Is  j 
the  disposal  plan  which  combines  all  of  the  above  into 
the  implementation  document  needed  to  execute  the 
disposal . 

To  insure  that  proper  consideration  is 
'  given  to  all  reasonable  reuse  alternatives  in  Chanute 
Air  Force  Sase.  we  invited  all  potential  reusers  to 
submit  their  proposals.  By  doing  so.  they  are  now 
I  included  In  the  CIS  alternatives,  other  than  the 
I  formal  community  plan,  which  is  femtured  in  the  CIS  aa 
a  proposed  action,  with  these  alternatives,  we 
bmllmvm  the  final  CIS  will  be  coapreheneive  enough  to 
support  tbs  eventual  disposal  of  the  bases. 

I  Please  note  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 

! 

Force  maintains  the  authority  to  choose  among  the 
alternatives  for  the  purpose  of  balancing  tha  naads  of 
the  community,  the  Air  Force  and  the  Federal 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 

II 

19 

ao 

ai 

aa 

23 

34 


DCXJUMENT  1 


Government . 

The  action  analyred  in  the  draft  £2S  la 
I  ahown  in  the  slide.  The  action  is  to  dispose  of  the 
installation  and  parcels  to  public  or  private  entities 
using  the  integrative  concept  plan  as  a  proposed  land 
use  plan.  ' 

It  should  be  noted  that  all  follow-on 
uses  will  be  subsequent  to  any  applicable  fsdersl. 

!  state  and  land  use  controls,  building  codes  and  fire 
!  laws.  Ths  action,  whan  complete,  results  In  totsl  ^ 

j  disposal  of  ths  Installation.  { 

Tha  mathod  of  dispoaal  win  genarally  I 

occur  in  tha  following  order  of  priority;  Transfer  to 
[  another  federal  agency;  donation  for  a  public  benefit 
I  sale  to  a  public  body  under  special  statutory 

I  authority;  nsgoClstsd  sals  to  a  public  body;  or  sale 

I 

by  public  auction  and/or  bid  to  private  interests.  I 

Aa  manttonad.  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  will  decide  on  the  actual  disposal,  and  it  may  i 

vary  (roa  bis  general  order  of  priority,  depending  on  [ 
the  special  circumstances  Involved.  Following  i 

completion  of  the  £18.  the  decielons  will  be 
I  documented  In  a  record  of  decision,  and  in  the  Air 

I  Force'e  Finel  Disposal  Flan  for  Chanute  Air  Force  , 
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Base . 

Because  the  center  piece  of  current 
community  planning  is  a  development  of  a  national 
iviation  center,  and  one  of  the  disposal  options  the 
Community  may  choose  as  a  public  benefit  transfer 
sponsored  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  the 
Air  Force's  EIS  considers  the  environmental  Impacts  of 
the  major  reuse  initiative. 

Should  the  community  choose  this 
approach  the  FAA  will  require  its  own  envlronmemtsl 
analysis,  which  mey  delsy  the  transfer;  however^  to 
insure  a  coordinated  end  timely  decision  and  to  avoid 
any  potential  delays,  ths  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  repressntsd  by  the  Illinois  Department 
of  Trensportet Ion .  is  participating  in  our  CIS  process 
in  a  formal  role,  known  officially  as  a  Coopsrstlng 
Agency . 

The  last  subject  I'd  like  to  address  is 
tftec  of  eevlronsentsl  clean-up.  The  Air  Force  is 
eoMittmd  to  cleaning  up  ell  areas  contaminated  by 
past  Air  Force  activities  end  protecting  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public  and  any  future  owners  of 
Chanute  Air  Force  Base  property.  Interim  cleen-up 
activities  are  continuing,  and  additional  studies  are 
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underway  which  will  fully  characterize  the 
contsminstlon  of  all  other  sites  to  determine  the  best 
mesne  of  cleaning  them  up. 

The  Air  Force,  the  State  of  Illinois. 

I  snd  the  Village  of  Rentoul  have  negotiated  a  | 

i  memorandum  of  understanding  committing  tha  parties  to  | 

I  work  together  to  fecllltste  the  rapid  completion  of  | 

!  the  environmental  clean-up.  ! 

j  Meanwhile,  claen-up  activities  are 

continuing  at  this  time,  contemineced  erase  may  not 
ba  raady  for  diapoaal  at  tha  tlma  of  closura.  Whera 
naeded,  the  Air  Force  will  obtain  ownarahlp  of  amall 
parcels  containing  claan-up  sltaa.  In  other  words,  w# 

I  nay  require  esaemente  and  rlghta  of  entry  to  permit 

long-term  ground  monitoring  end  treatment.  1 

i 

Neverthaleas .  despite  the  Air  Force's  | 

commitment  to  cleaning  up  all  past  contasinatsd  arsis  I 
and  protecting  thm  public,  ws  do  not  except  any 
cleaa-up  activities  to  delay  relaaaa  of  uncontanlneted 
property  of  Chanuta  Air  Forca. 

Thank  you  for  thla  opportunity  to  maat 
with  you  this  evanlng.  Now,  I'd  Ilka  to  turn  the 
meeting  beck  to  the  Colonel. 

I 

NCABINO  OFFtceit:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Aefsky.  At 
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tim9.  I  i3k  Lieutenant  T-.m  94r(ol  to  bri»<  ii«  n 
th«  •nvirona«nr .« I  pr  )''«49. 

LIEi.TtS.VST  coLostL  BARTOL;  ThanR  you. 

I  ja  Li«ut«n4n(  ''-'l-jrial  Toa  Bartol  4nd. 
41din  >ur  r.rqan  1  zat  1  on  is  conducting  th* 

•  nv  i  r  •>na»n  ^  1 1  lapart  analysts  pr^'csas  for  this 
proposal  as  ^sii  as  for  th*  four  other  aaior  Air  Force 
installations  aandated  to  close  under  the  Base  Closure 
and  Realignaent  Act  of  1988. 

Tonight  I 'a  going  to  present  the 
schedule  for  the  environaental  process  and  shoe  how 
this  public  coaaent  period  fits  into  the  schedule. 

1*11  also  discuss  the  scope  of  the  study  and  the 
relationship  between  the  Environaental  lapact 
Stateaent  and  the  aocloeconoaic  studies,  and  then, 
lastly.  I  will  present  the  results  of  our  analysis  by 
resource  category . 

Now,  this  environaental  effort  was 
Initiated  back  in  February.  1969.  with  a  publication 
of  the  Federal  Register  of  Notice  of  Intent  to  prepare 
an  Environaental  lapact  Stateaent  for  the  closure  of 
Chanute  Air  Fores  Base. 

Following  this,  scoping  aeetings  were 
held  in  larch  of  1919,  and  In  February  of  1990.  a 


1  Draft  Environaental  Jnpacr  srareaent  was  published  j.'M 

2  a  record  of  decision  in  *tar  :h  of  1)90.  I  want  > 

3  eaphasis  that  the  env  i  reneen  t  a  l  process  b  . 

1  the  Air  Training  ''oaeand  was  for  the  closure  tno 

^  realignaent  of  the  forces  at  Chanute  Air  Force  Baser 

B  that  process  Is  coeplets  and  thus  ths  dscision  has 

7  bsen  pads  to  close  Chanute  Air  Force  Base.  The 

8  process  we  are  discussing  tonight,  ths  Envi ronesnt a  1 

9  lepsct  StatsBsnt.  is  for  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  the 

to  I  Chanute  Air  Force  Base. 

I 

11  !  Now.  for  this  procssa.  a  scoping  nesting 

12  {  was  held  Lack  in  Septeaber  of  last  year,  and  we 

13  I  received  public  input  on  the  issues  to  bs  addrssssd  in 

14  ]  ths  study.  During  ths  scoping  proesas.  our  office 

I 

15  j  recelvad  proposals  froa  ths  sstsbl 1 shasnt  of  a 
national  aviation  cantor  with  s  aajor  aircraft 

17  {  aslntsnancs  hub. 

11  1  As  a  rssult  of  that  input,  the  Federal 

19  I  Avleclon  Xdainiatrat ion  was  invited,  and  they 

BUbesQ'jeatly  agreed  to  becoae  a  cooperating  agsncy  in 

21  j  this  snvironasntal  procsss.  Ths  Fsderal  Aviation 

22  I  Adalnlatration  is  bsing  reprssented  by  the  Illinois 

23  !  Dspartasne  of  Transportation  through  ths  Stats  Block 

24  j  ertnt  Prograa.  The  Air  Force  has  worksd  closely  with 
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1  the  FAA  and  the  lllinras  Departaent  of  Transport  at  ten 

I  ' 

2  to  include  their  en^ ironaental  requireaents  in  this 

3  I  Environaental  lepact  litateaent. 

1  Now.  following  the  scoping  period,  in  | 

<3  which  we  received  input  froa  the  public  and  reuse  I 

5  plans  froa  the  Village  of  Rantoul.  we  collected  data 

7  and  conducted  the  environaental  analysle.  The  Draft 

I  Environaental  lapact  Stateaent  waa  filed  with  the 

9  CnN i ronaent a  1  Protection  Agency  on  March  1st  of  this 

10  year. 

11  Now.  in  addition  to  tonight's  hesrlng. 

12  wrlttsn  coaasnts  on  the  drsft  will  continue  to  be 

13  accepted  until  April  22nd.  After  the  coaaent  period 

14  IS  over,  we  will  eviluste  the  coaaents.  both  written 

15  and  oral,  and  perfora  additional  analysis  or  change 

16  ths  Draft  Environaental  lapact  Statsasnt  where 

17  nscssssry . 

II  Again,  this  is  not  scoping  procssa, 

19  aqusl  consideration  will  bs  given  tc  sll  coaaents 

20  vbetber  wa  hear  thss  tonight  or  receive  chsa  In  the 

21  '  coaing  weeks.  Ones  thst  review  procsss  Is  coaplets. 

22  I  we  will  produce  a  Final  Environaental  lapact 

j 

23  Stateaent.  which  is  scheduled  for  July  1991.  We  will 

2t  sail  that  Final  Environaental  lapact  Stateaent  to  sll 


1  I  of  those  on  ths  original  draft  distribution  liai.  It 

2  1  you  are  not  on  our  nailing  list,  and  you  wish  t  *1 

I 

3  rscsivs  your  own  copy  of  ihe  Draft  Environes.ual 

I  Inpaci  Stateaent  please  request  a  copy  by  sending  a 

5  card  or  a  letter  to  this  address  or  the  one  that  is  on 

6  ths  hand-out  nr  ths  coeasnt  sheet. 

7  And.  again,  the  Final  Environaental 

8  lapact  Stateaent  will  Include  coaaente  received  during 

9  the  public  coaaent  review  period  and  our  raaponees  to  | 

10  those  coaaents.  I 

1  j 

11  Now.  if  appropriate,  ws  will  group  the  | 

12  !  coaaents  in  the  cstegorlee  and  respond  accordingly.  ' 

13  I  Depending  upon  the  nuaber  and  the  diversity  of  the 

i  ' 

14  coaeente.  we  will  either  conduct  additional  analyssa. 

15  and  ws  eay  produce  s  eeparate  voluae  of  this  Drsft 

16  Environasntsl  lapact  Stateaent.  Or  ws  aay  just 

17  produce  e  cover  letter  end  errata  sheet.  i 

18  Ths  docuasnt  will  serve  as  input  to  ths  | 

19  record  deelelon  which  will  be  a  toraal  docuasnt  of  ths 

20  dacleloa  by  ths  appropriate  Air  Force  deelelon  asker. 

21  end  se  you  3UBt  heard  froa  Mr.  Aefsky.  other  studies 

j 

22  in  consideration  of  other  issues,  besides  those 

23  addressed  in  the  Environaental  lapact  Stateaent .  will  ^ 

24  I  enter  Into  the  final  decision  on  this  proposal.  And.  | 

;  I 
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w«  •.\p*ct  CO  accomplish  ths  record  decision  in 
I  late  August  199 1 . 

Now.  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  was  prepared  to  comply  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  Council  on  \ 

Environmental  Quality  of  Regulations.  Efforts  were 

1 

made  to  reduce  needless  bulk.  Write  in  plain  | 

language;  focus  on  only  chose  ' ssues  which  are  clearly 
related  to  the  environment,  and  we  will  Integrate 
Chose  with  other  documents  as  part  of  this  declalofl 
making  process.  Reuse  alternatives  Chat  were 
developed  during  the  scoping  process  were  individually 
analyzed. 

This  analysis  in  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  focuaea  on  impacts  to  the  natural 
I  environment  that  may  occur  either  as  a  direct  result 
of  base  diapoaal  and  reuse  or  indirectly  through 
j  changma  in  the  community. 

I  As  I  nontionad  earlier,  this  Draft 

I  Baviroumatal  Impact  statement  focuses  on  Ispacts  to 

the  natural  environment.  The  documents  addresses 

socioeconomic  factors  where  there  is  a  relationship 
,  I 

between  base  disposal  and  reuse  to  socioeconomic  \ 

conditions  chat  would  rssult  In  impacts  to  chs  natural  I 


1 

3 

3 

I 

5 

6 
7 

I 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 
II 

19 

20 
31 
22 

23 

24 


DOCUMENT  1 


I  snvironmsnc. 

I 

Our  organization  has  recently  produ'-ad  a 

separate  sociosconosic  study  that  is  not  required  bi 

the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  It  describes 

in  greater  detail,  how  the  disposal  and  reuss  of 

I  Chanute  Air  Tores  Base  may  economically  affect  the 

surrounding  communities.  Spsclflcally,  the 

I  socioeconomic  studies  addressts  ths  following  factors: 

!  Population,  employment,  housing,  public  finance. 

!  education,  government,  police  and  fire,  medical, 

I 

I  recreation,  transportation,  and  utilities. 

I  Copies  of  Che  socioeconomic  study  were 

I 

i  recently  provided  to  key  federal,  state  and  local 
officials,  state's  single  point  of  concset  and 
'  libraries  in  the  surrounding  communities.  This 
j  document  will  also  be  forwarded  to  the  decision  maker 
for  input  into  the  decleion  process. 

Now.  I'd  liks  to  discuss  our  results 
reported  la  the  Draft  Environmsncsl  Impact  Ststement. 
In  gmoerml*  the  document  concluded  chat  there  would  be 
changes  to  chs  bass  surrounding  communltlss  which 
I  would  causa  both  posltlvs  and  negative  impacts  to  the 
<  natural  environment. 

1  I’ll  first  present  an  overview  of  the 
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I  proposed  action  and  alternatives,  and  then,  secondly. 

I 

i  I  Will  produce  an  analysis  by  rssource  cstsgory. 

I 

I  Now.  this  figure  shows  land  uses  for  the 

proposed  action.  Again,  the  focus  of  the  proposed 
action  IS  on  Che  use  of  existing  eviaClon  related 
facilities  to  establish  a  major  aircraft  maintenance 
facility,  an  educational  campus  and  a  hospital  life 
care  facility.  Major  components  of  the  proposed 
action  include  expansion  of  ths  existing  air  field. 

j  aviation  maintenance  and  support  areas  and 
non-aviation  related  areas. 

On  this  elide  Che  aviation  related  land 
use  areas  are  indicated  in  blue.  Education  and 
training  areas  are  shown  in  pink.  The  green  areas 
identify  recreation  areas,  and  yellow  indicates 
residential  housing. 

j  This  figure  shows  ths  lend  use  tor  the 

minor  aircraft  malntsnsnce  operations  altarnstivs. 

Now.  this  alternative  is  similar  to  ths  proposed 
soclOQ,  la  that,  it  combines  similar  types  of  aviation 
and  non-aviatlon  land  uses.  Ths  difference  Is  Chs 

i  reduced  site  of  the  aircraft  maintenance  operations. 

I  which  now  remain  within  chs  bass  property. 

'  A  second  alternative  to  the  proposed 
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action  is  ths  non-aviatlon  concept.  Ths  focus  of  ths 
non-avlstlon  alternative  is  industrial  and  education 
training  land  uses  and  commercial  land  uses.  The 
existing  air  field  w(.uld  be  made  inactive  and  the  open 
arses  around  the  air  field  would  be  used  for 
agricultural  purposes. 

And.  finally,  the  third  and  final 
alternative  we  enelyzed  is  the  no-action  alternative, 
and  this  Is  mandated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  In  the  no-actlom 
elternative.  the  Air  Force  would  maintain  in  control 
of  the  base  property.  After  cloeure.  the  property 
would  be  maintained  In  a  condition  to  prevent 
deterioration,  and  we  would  also  establish  a  caretaker 
force  to  meinteln  the  property. 

I  would  now  like  to  ehift  into  the 
reeults  of  our  anelysls  as  daplctsd  in  ths 
Environmental  Impact  statement.  I'd  like  to  first 
make  two  points.  First  of  all,  ths  propoasd  action 
end  the  elternetlves  were  analyted  to  the  saee  level, 
in  other  words,  thsre  was  no  prsfsrence  in  our 
analysis  for  a  propoesd  action  or  an  altsrnative. 

And  ths  sscond  point  I'd  Ilka  to  eaks  is 
chat  ths  baseline  In  the  Environmental  lepacc 
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3t«t«a«nC  IS  for  ''nanut*  Air  ^oros  Bass  a(  closure. 

In  ochsr  words,  ^e  ve  already  had  an  Env ; r onasnt a  1 
lapscc  scatsasnt  (hat  has  taken  the  full  operation  of 
'hanute  down  'o  the  closure  conditions,  and  again 
that  was  prepared  b\  Air  Training  Coaaand. 

This  Environaental  lapact  Stateaent  uses 
the  closure  conditions  as  a  baseline  and  overlays  the 
lapacts  of  the  disposal  and  reuse  alternatives. 

Sow.  redevelopaent  of  the  base  etll  be 
beneficial  to  the  regional  economy.  In  addition  to 
the  direct  jobs  on  site,  a  substantial  nuaber  of 
secondary  )obs  will  be  created  throughout  the  region. 

These  additional  jobs  will  increase  regional  earnings, 
income  and  spending,  and  the  eaployaent  would  be 
phased  over  the  30  year  redevelopaent  period.  This 
chart  shows  a  total  projected  eaployaent  for  each  of 
the  alternatives  by  the  year  2014.  the  20  year  build 
out . 

The  total  eaployaent  consista  of  two 
categories,  w#  have  direct  eaployaent.  which  is  the 
bottom  chain  on  thie  chart,  and  sacondary  aaployaent, 
which  la  the  top  cross  edge.  Tor  coapsrlson  purposes.  i 
the  flrat  bar  reprasenca  eaployaent  levels  whsn 
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34 


DOCUMENT  1 


for  all  of  these  proposels  this  in-aigration  would 
occur  over  this  21  year  build  out  period. 

Land  use  plans  for  each  reuse  j 

il’ernativ*  are  generally  coapatible  with  zoning  j 

I 

irdinances  of  the  Village  of  lantoul.  Two  of  the  | 

reuse  plans  retain  s  runway  and  adjustaent  facilities  i 

for  aviation  related  uses.  The  non-aviation 
alternative  would  retein  the  runwey.  but  it  would  ! 

reaein  inactive.  | 

i 

None  of  the  proposed  redevelopaeat  j 

ilternetives  is  expected  to  have  s  aignlflcant  lapect  | 
on  erese  of  high  or  medium  visual  sensitively.  The  ' 

proposed  action  would  have  some  off  base  visual  j 

effscta  due  to  construction  of  an  aircraft  asintsnsnce 

( 

facility  ediecsnt  to  the  base's  east  boundary.  - 

All  redevelopaent  si cernat ives .  txcept  j 

for  Che  proposed  action,  have  low  or  no  visual  lapacts  ^ 

because  of  the  limited  amounts  of  inf rsatructura  | 

activity  easocisted  with  thoss  sltsrnat ives .  | 

Ths  runway  in  accompanying  fac'lltlee  j 

are  incorporated  into  two  of  the  prospective  j 

redevelopaent  alternatives.  Those  aviation  relatsd  j 

facilities  could  becoas  s  foundation  for  asjor  or  ^ 

amor  aircraft  aaintensnca  operations.  I 
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As  you  can  sse.  as  you  ecve  right  .-n  the 
chart,  the  first  one  is  the  tor  tne  proposed  jcri.>n 
or  the  second  bar.  which  le  acre  eaployaent  than 
full-up  running  <rhanute.  The  third  bar  or  the  second 
alternative  is  a  amor  aviation,  and  the  third  is  the 
non  aviation  alternative.  If  you  can't  read  those 
numbers,  just  briefly  the  one  on  the  left,  which  is 
the  full'up  operational  Chanute.  it  is  about  10.000. 
The  proposed  action  at  the  full  build  out  ig  about 
13.000  direct  and  indirect  jobs. 

The  total  population  loaa  or 
out -aigrat ion  due  to  the  closure  of  Chanute  is 
•stiaated  to  be  as  high  ss  14.000  peopls.  It  is 
estlBsted  thst  rsdsvalopaent  activices  will  lead  to 
population  in  aigration  to  the  region.  The  largest 
nuaber  of  people  are  expected  to  locate  in  Champaign 
County. 

Coaaunities  likely  to  experience  the 
largest  iacreasea  in  population  include  Rantoul 
Cbaapalgn  and  Urbana.  This  chart  ahowa  the  change  of 
population  from  tha  cloaura  condltiona.  Total 
migration  for  the  reuse  alternatives  would  ranga  from 
approximately  12.000.  under  the  proposed  action,  to 
1500.  undar  tha  non-aviation  altarnative.  And.  agaia. 
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This  chart  shows  the  Itvel  of  annual  air 
operations  tor  selectsd  years  under  the  two 
redevelopaent  plans  utilized  in  the  air  field.  The 
aexiBUB  number  of  annuel  air  operations  wou>d  bs 
spproxiastely  23.000  under  the  proposed  action,  end 
21.0C0  under  the  amor  eircraft  aeintenance  aircraft 
operations  st  ths  full  build  out  in  the  year  2014. 
These  operations  sre  not  expected  to  effect  air  space 
and  sir  traffic  in  the  region  of  influence. 

Now.  this  figure  shows  the  projected 
nolee  contours  for  aircraft  nolae  levels  for  the 
proposed  action  in  the  year  1994,  when  the  highest 
noise  levels  ere  expected.  Theae  noise  contours 
rapresent  areas  of  aqual  notaa  around  the  air  field, 
and  they  are  aeesured  in  what  we  would  call  DNL  or  the 
aeesureaent  of  e  day  and  night  average  noise  level. 

A  day  and  night  average  nolae  level 
takes  the  noise  over  a  24  hour  period,  averages  it. 
sad  those  ere  the  contours.  You  could  think  of  thoss 
am  aolaa  footprints.  Thara's  also  a  penalty  in  the 
Bodel  for  night  operations. 

You  can  see  the  two  sreae  that  will 
generate  the  aoat  noise  consist  of  the  runway,  and  on 
the  east  side  or  the  right  tide  of  that  chart  is  an 
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AircraCc  run-up  pad  or  run-up  area.  Ae  ^ ou  can  see. 

1  there  are  no  noise  sensitive  areas  or  residents 
effected  by  these  projected  noise  levels.  As  you 
Know,  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  currently^  conducts  no  air 
operations.  So  these  noise  sources  will  be  an 
increase  to  existing  noise  levels.  This  is  a  sieilar 
slide  for  Che  amor  aircraft  Maintenance  operation 
alternativs.  and  this  is  a  saaller  noise  contour. 

And  then,  finally,  froa  those  slides 
we’ve  calculated  land  areas  that  would  be  exposed  to 

I 

the  65  DNL.  or  the  65  noise  level  exposure,  and  this 
chart  shows  for  the  proposed  action  and  the  alnor 
aircraft  alternative  how  aany  acres. 

We  also  see  on  this  slide  a  decraase  in 

i 

I  the  aaount  of  aviation  and  aaount  of  acres  exposed  to 

j  a  certain  noise  level  due  to  national  standards 

requiring  quiet  aircrafts  by  the  year  2000.  So  by  the 
year  3000.  ws  anticipate  that  there  will  be  --  as  a 
■attar  of  fact,  thsre’a  a  statute  that  requires 
cosBerclal  aviation  to  have  quieter  aircrafts.  That’s 
why  the  land  areas  decrease  during  the  build  out. 

I  The  redevelopaent  of  Chanute  Air  Force 

Base  will  affect  local  and  regional  transportation 
networks.  It  will  incrsass  traffic  on  aalor  roada. 
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and  enxa  figure  shows  the  nine  locations  where 
contaBination  was  identified  in  this  investigation. 
Clean*up  activities  will  be  accospliehed  in  accordance 
With  applicable  federal  and  state  laws  and 
regulations.  i 

Chanute  Air  Force  Base  is  scheduled  to 
coaplete  initial  reaediary  actions  in  1994.  with 
aonitonng  to  continue  after  base  closure.  Nonltorlng 
of  the  ground  water  is  usually  a  long-tera  requlreaent 
to  insure  the  success  of  the  clean-up. 

The  Air  Force  will  take  all  necessary 
actions  for  snvironaentsl  clsan-up  of  the  base  to 
protect  public  health  and  the  environaent.  Oeede  of  | 

property  transfer  win  contain  this  assurance  and  all  | 

property  transfers  will  bs  hsld  in  coapilancs  with  ths  ) 
Coaprshensive  Cnvironaental  Death.  Response.  j 

Conversation  and  Liability  Act*. 

An  asbestos  survey  was  parforasd  on  ths 
base  sod  the  rasults  art  in  preparation.  An  Asbestos 
Absteaaat  Plan  Is  due  to  be  coaplete  In  April  of  1991.  | 

lapleaentstion  of  an  sffsctive  asbestos  asnagaasnt 
would  prsclude  any  reuss  problsas  associated  with 
exposure  to  aspetos.  Polychlorlnsts  Biophsnsl 
coapounds .  callsd  PCB.  once  used  extensively  on 
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eepecislly  l.s.  45  and  Maplewood  D^l^«.  This  figure 
shows  ths  sstiaated  nuaber  of  daily  trips  generited 
undsr  sach  of  the  alternatives  for  the  aa^or  roadways 
assessing  Chanute  Air  Force  Base. 

For  coapanson  purposes,  the  first  bar 
represents  the  aaount  of  traffic  when  Chanute  was 
operational,  approxiaately  25,000  trips  per  day.  The 
nuaber  of  daily  trips  for  this  proposal  would  range 
froB  15.000.  on  the  non-aviation  alternative,  up  to 
56.000  for  the  proposed  action,  and.  again,  this  is  at 
ths  full  build  out  in  Che  year  2014. 

Redevelopaent  of  chanute  Air  Force  Baae 
will  also  pises  dSBsnds  on  ths  local  utility  systess. 
including  watar,  wasts  watsr,  solid  waste  and  energy, 
which  includes  slsctrlcity,  natural  gas  and  coal. 

This  table  shows  the  proiecced  increases  in  ths 
utility  dSBsnds  for  tbs  rsuss  alcsrnscivsB.  In 
gsnsrsl,  the  utility  deaand  for  the  proposed  action  is 
St  or  oaar  prsclosure  Isvsls. 

Now,  ths  Air  Fores  has  conducted  an 
investigation  to  identify,  charactsrlzs  and  rsaedists 
snvironasntal  contsainstion  on  Chanute  Air  Pores  Bass 
as  a  result  of  ths  past  actions.  This  coaprshensiv# 
effort  is  callsd  the  Installation  Restoration  Prograa. 
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,  slsctrical  sguipaent,  recent  legislation  has  put 

j  strlgent  regulations  on  the  aanufacture.  distribution 

I 

I  end  use  of  PCBs. 

Prior  CO  base  closure,  the  Air  Force 
will  reaove  froa  service  and  properly  dispose  of  all  | 

I  equipaent  assoclatsd  that  is  not  PCB  free  or  not  in  | 

!  coBpliance  with  EPA  Standards.  f 

(  ^ 

I  Also,  a  radon  seapling  survey  was 

I  perforaed  st  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  in  19B8  as  part  of  1 

!  the  Radon  Assessaent  and  Litigation  Prograa.  The  base 

I 

I  has  iapleaented  a  detailed  Radon  Assessaent  Prograa  la 

I  accordance  with  Air  Force  policy.  The  results  of  this 

I  1 

j  radon  survey  are  due  In  the  fall  of  1991.  ! 

iBpaccs  to  geologic  resources  unds -lying  | 

Chanute  are  not  expected  froa  any  of  the  reuse  I 

I 

I  alcernatlvea.  An  analysis  of  the  water  saaples  froa  | 

i  Che  base’e  walls  shows  no  svidsncs  of  contsainstion.  j 

Ths  drinking  water  for  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  and  the  j 

Village  of  Rantoul  coaply  with  federal  and  state  I 

drinking  water  standards. 

This  figure  shows  that  ths  watsr  dsasnd 
is  projected  to  bs  grsstsst  undsr  the  proposed  action, 
with  a  dally  deaand  of  approxiaately  3.4  Billion  j 

I  gallons  par  day.  and  lowest  undsr  ths  no-accion 
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v.-».ir  iir  tiouii  ..----r 

•  ■  »  r«tult  of  rri«  r«u9«  4  1 1  *rn4 1  ;  •  ••  .  Mr  polW^nr 

fr'«  ii  r'rif?  irti-.  i»i*»  to*)'jid  -jc-’ur 

-*ni«»r  :w-  of  'n*  thr«*  j  i  t  «r  n  j  1 1  >.  #»  .  Mr  polljtnts 

•  -ould  D*  TjrBon  dioxidt.  nifng^n  oxid# 
sulfur  '.id*  and  part  i .  Cartm  Bonoxid*  and 
nitr?g*n  'sid*  are  •:  nsidered  th*  ■Q*t  sufficient 
polluant*  eaitted  during  r*u**  activiti**. 

Th*  propo**d  action  would  result  In 
carbon  aonoxid*  in  air  polluant  eaiseions  of 
approxiaately  4.3  tons  per  day.  and  this  slide  shows 
for  the  other  alternatives. 

Air  quality  lapacts  during  construction 
would  occur  due  to  dust  eaissions  froa  ground 
disturbing  activities.  These  lapacts  would  be 
teaporary.  I  would  like  to  reiterate,  under  air 
quality,  that  our  analyais  did  not  indicate  vioietion 
of  eay  fadlane  or  National  Air  Quality  Standard#. 

Now,  wetlands  are  conaidered  a  unique 
biological  reaource.  They  are  deacrlbed  in  area# 
where  aaturation  with  water  is  a  doainata  factor 
deterainlng  the  typea  of  planta  and  aniaals  living  in 
the  area.  A  total  of  about  13  acrea  of  wetlands  occur 
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on  Chanute  Air  For’**  Base.  These  s;'w9  ire 
contributory  t:  upper  :?alt.  r  tk  reex  and  prel  'W  tr^ts 
*d]sc*nc  to  rn*  creek.  lepleeentat  ion  reuse 
a  1 1  erna  t  1 '.  es  are  expected  t3  have  a  einor  '0  n'-  ;epa;t 
on  wet  land  areas . 

And.  finsllv.  for  cultural  resources 
ths  highlighted  portion  of  tnis  eep  identifies  an  area 
where  additional  study  is  being  conducted  to  detereinc 
whether  there  are  any  propertie*  eligible  for  listing 
on  th*  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

There  is  no  iBpect  projected  for 
srcheologicsl  or  native  Aaerican  raaourcsa  due  to  the 
lack  of  aigniticanC  finding#  during  cur  atudy.  vow 
that  conclude#  ey  preeentation  on  the  reua*  proposal 
and  the  ent-ironeeneal  effect*. 

HEARING  OFFICER:  Let  ae  sake  aura,  juat  in 
caee  I  Bieunderetood  eoaething  that  you  said  there  at 
the  very  end.  when  you  are  talking  about  no  violation 
of  sir  quellty  etandarda,  you're  talking  about 
IlltDOte  Air  Quality  Standard#? 

LIELTENANT  COLONEL  BARTOL:  Or  National  Air 
Quality  Standard# . 

HEARING  OFFICER:  I  waan't  sure  if  you 
■leunderstood  the  atate  you  were  in. 
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LIEVTEVANT  COLONEL  BARTOL:  1  went  to  SCho.  I 
at  Purdu«  in  Indima. 


1 

3 


HEARING  jffirER:  I  probabl>  shouldn  I  99'>  It 

but  :  went  to  II.  ind  tnat'e  even  worse  nere  in 
Illinois.  But  t  bought  an  lUini  cup  for  •>>  old  boss. 
He's  in  Illlnoie  native.  So  1 ' v*  got  you  all  at 
hear  t  . 

At  this  point,  let  ■*  juet  go  qulckly 
over  a  few  of  the  procedures  we'll  be  doing  in  ]ust  a 
•oaant  for  the  people  that  arrived  late.  You  vers 
asked,  when  >ou  caae  in.  to  fill  out  an  attendance 
card  and  if  you  carad  to.  a  coaaant  eheat.  If  you 
ha-.#  not  filled  out  one.  especially  the  card.  I'd  aek 
>u  to  do  ao  at  6he  break,  particularly  if  you  with  to 
aak*  a  public  atateaent. 

Ragardlng  the  aaking  of  the  atateaent 
tonight,  elected  public  officials  or  reprsaantattvae 
will  be  called  upon  firat  for  their  statasenta.  For 
thoM  others  who  indicate  a  daeira  to  eaka  a 
atataaent.  I'll  shuffle  your  cards  up.  and  wa'll  do  it 
randoaly  to  sake  sure  that  everyone  hse  a  fair 
'opportunity  to  be  heard.  And  all  atateaente  auet  be 
Halted  to  five  ainuie  so  that  all  tha  interestad 
partita  have  an  opportunlt>  to  apeak. 
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Now  it  >ou  don’t  wish  to  aake  a  public 
atateaent  or  we  run  out  .of  tia*  before  you've  r.ad  an 
opportunity  to  speek  or  if  you  heve  additionel 
coaaents  beyond  those  which  you'd  like  to  sake  within 
your  fi'e-ainut*  slotted  tiae,  you  aay  turn  in  your 
written  coaaente  after  thia  aeeting  or  send  thea  ae 
indicated  at  the  bottoa  of  the  sheet,  as  long  as 
thay'r*  received  by  the  32nd  of  pril.  I'll  anewer  a 
gueetion.  and  then  we'll  take  a  break. 

NR.  FRANK  ELLIOTT:  A  point  of  order  really, 
we  have  soae  22  organltatione  within  the  Village  of 
Rantou)  and  we've  boiled  It  down  into  two  atateaente. 
So  instead  of  22  people  taking  five  ainutee  each.  I 
reepectfully  requeat  that  two  peopla  be  peraitted  a 
little  acre  than  five  ainutee.  not  an  hour,  but 
soaething  less  to  ask#  a  stateasnt  for  the  village  of 
Rantoul.  If  not.  we  can  asks  two  hours  of  tpeschss. 

KEARINC  orrrCER;  Veil,  how  auch  tiae  are  you 
raquaatlagF 

Ml.  PRANK  ELLIOTT:  I  don't  know,  about  ten 
Blnutaa  each,  but  we  can  boil  it  down  to  five  ainutea 
for  22  people,  or  aaybe  ten.  12  ainutee  for  each  of 
two  people. 

HE*'ING  OFFICER:  Well.  I  understand,  and  I 
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h*v*  9oa«  •Y«pathv  with  wh«t  you  have  to  sa^  ther«, 
but  !’■  alfo  conctrned  as  to  whsthsr  we  have  other 
governeental  bodies  or  representatives  here  that  also 
wish  t-i  speak.  So  that’s  part  of  the  concern,  and 
that’s  part  of  why.  in  lookinq  at  it.  we're  talking 
about  trying  to  aake  sure  that  there's  soae  fair  -- 

MR.  FRANK  ELLIOTT:  My  point  is  we're  talking 
about  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  that  is  the  coaaunity  i 
where  we  live  that's  where  Chanutc  is  located.  I 

HEARING  OFFICER:  I  understand  what  you're  i 

saying  there.  Let  ae  ask.  aa  far  as  public  officlale  i 
here,  can  I  get  a  show  of  hands  of  elected  public  | 

officials  who  are  requesting  to  aake  a  stateaent.  | 

either  elected  public  officials  or  their  | 

representatives,  we're  talking  about  four.  j 

I'll  tell  you  what  1  do.  the  nuaber  of  | 

I 

people  that  we've  got  here  is  less  than  expected. 

I've  heard  a  request  for  ten  ainutes  for  at  least  two 
people? 

HR.  PRANK  ELLIOTT:  For  at  least  two  people.  ; 

I 

HEARING  OFFICER:  My  problea  becoaes,  if  I  j 

grant  Rantoul  the  opportunity  to  have  ten  ainutes.  I'a  | 
hard  pressed  if  there's  soaeone  froa  other  public  I 

agencies,  since  they  represent  a  large  nuaber  of  1 
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j  people  also,  not  to  grant  then  the  sane, 
j  So  what  I  will  do.  because  the  nunber 

I  that  we've  got,  onl>  being  four  people.  I’ll  extend  it 
CO  a  naxinun  of  ten  ninuies.  what  I’d  ask  is  for  the 
public  officials.  If  you  don't  havt  a  nsed  to  use  all 
ten  ninutes.  for  the  benefit  of  all  of  the  ocher 
people  attending.  I'd  ask  you  not  to. 

But,  certainly,  if  you  need  to  use  the 
'  ten  nlnutee.  I'll  go  ahead  and  do  ic  on  the  basis  thst 
I  you're  seeing  as  chs  elected  representatives  of  a 
I  large  nuaber  of  people,  and  1  think  that  that's 
I  probably  as  fair  a  way  as  I  can  try  to  do  it  at  this 
I  point. 

j  So  we'll  start  out  --  I  have  four  people 

i 

t  at  thie  point,  and  1  will  call  on  chea  and  then  anyone 
j  else  that  wishes  to  aake  a  public  statsasnt.  their 
I  allotted  tiae  will  be  five  ainutes.  Ws'll  recsss  now 
and  COBS  back  at  five  ainutes  past  8:00.  and  I’a  going 
to  uaa  tAa  clock  on  the  far  wall. 

(Whereupon,  a  short  rscess  was  had. 
after  which  Chs  proceedings 
continued  aa  follows:  ) 

HEARING  OFFICER:  If  anyone  has  not  filled 
out  a  card  and  wants  to  aake  a  stateaent.  if  you'd  go 
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ahead  and  dw  that  and  check  the  block  and  take  it  back  | 

I  to  the  back  table,  they'll  aake  sure  that  1  get  that.  I 

AC  this  tiae.  I  would  like  Co  call  on 

^  I 

Mr.  Dan  Dees,  whose  representing  the  State  of 
Illinois,  to  aake  a  atateaent  and  coaaent  at  this 
c  lae. 

MR.  DAN  DEES:  Colonel,  ay  naae  Is  Dan  Dees. 

My  address  is  2300  south  Dirkson  Parkway.  Springfield. 
Illinois.  62764.  I'a  here  representing  the  State  of 
,  rillnols  and  the  Illinois  Oepartaanc  of 

Transportation.  My  position  is  Deputy  Director  of  Che 
^  Office  of  Planning  and  Prograaaing  of  the  IlMnois 
Departaent  of  Transportation. 

Additional  stateasnts  froa  Governor  Jla 
I  Edgar  and  Kirk  B'.own.  Secretary  of  the  Illinoie 

Departaent  of  Transportation,  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
.Air  Porce  for  Che  record;  Included  in  chose  docuasnts 
{  will  be  cechnlcsl  coaaents  froa  the  Federal  Aviation 
AdalBletratlon  and  the  Illinois  Departaent  of 
Trcneportecion .  as  well  as  recoaaendations  for  lend 
trsnsfers  froa  aviation  and  public  Air  Force  uses. 

Over  Che  pest  year  the  Illinois 
I  Departaent  of  Transportation  has  been  directly 
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Base.  We  have  worked  hand-in-hand  with  village 
officials  to  proaote  Rantoul  and  the  Chanute 
faclliCles  Co  nuaerous  aviation  firas  across  the 
I  Nation. 

I 

We  have  conducted  archeological  surveys  ^ 
for  off-.-'ase  areas  included  In  the  proposed  action.  | 

;  We  have  provided  biological  and  wetland  Inforaation 
!  for  all  areas  included  in  the  proposed  action,  both  on 
and  off  bate,  and  we  hava  provided  coordination  with 
othar  state  agenclea.  aa  appropriate. 

The  Depertaant  and  the  village  have 
developed  the  proposed  action  of  reusing  the  aviation 
related  facilities  for  a  aaior  aircraft  aalntananca 
operation.  Coaponanta  of  thia  propoaad  rauae  are 
shown  on  the  airport  layout  plan,  or  ALP.  on  display 
to  ay  left.  A  foraal  subaittal  of  the  coaplece  | 

airport  layout  plan  will  be  aide  soon  after  review  by 
Che  Federal  Aviation  Adalnlatration  ia  coaplata. 

1 

Tha  red  line  on  the  ALP  display  outlines 
cbe  propartlea  that  tha  Dapartaent  bsllavea  aust  ba 
Included  in  the  airport  jurisdiction  if  a  aa jor 
aircraft  aviation  center  develops.  This  land  should 
be  transferred  to  an  airport  authority  aa  a  public  uaa 


involv-ad  in  the  potential  reuse  of  chanute  Air  Force 


24 


benefit . 
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Ail  o(  rrtese  i  npro'*  eii«n  t  s  and  facilities 
ar«  nacetsary  t  .-i  naKe  'ninute  capable  ‘>f  housing 
various  house  naintenance  operations  for  either  the 
prisarv  fira  or  numerous  saall  time  providing 
specialized  services  to  the  aviation  industry. 

The  Oepartaent  is  including  the  existing 
fire  training  facilities  in  the  airport  layout  plan. 
Over  the  past  six  months  several  parties  have 
indicated  their  interest  in  the  continued  operation  of 
these  facilities. 

In  a  separate  aubsital.  ue  will  provide 
letters  froa  the  Aaarican  Association  of  Airport 
Executives,  the  Federal  Aviation  Adainistration.  and 
the  University  of  Illinois  Fire  Institute,  all  stating 
thslr  support  and  intsrest  in  the  continued  use  of 
these  facilities,  aost  specifically,  the  existing  fire 

pit. 

In  reviewing  the  Draft  Eia.  the 
Dapartaant  la  concerned  about  the  proposed  IRP. 
Inatellation  laetoration  Prograa,  environaental 
clean-up  actlona.  that  sight  effect  the  fire  pit 
facilities.  In  the  best  intsrest  of  the  redevelopasnt 
of  Chanuts.  it  is  the  Oepartaent's  request  to  the  Air 
Force  that  prior  to  lapleaenting  any  IPS  actlona  in 
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that  supporting  docunsnt.  our  positions  are  based  on 
both  the  CIS  and  the  socioeconomic  reports. 

In  general,  wc  are  disappointed  that  a 
huaber  of  issues  of  greatest  concern  to  aany  citizens 
in  Rantoul  reaain  unaddressed.  The  docuacnts  rely 
heavily  on  the  best  caee  scenario  of  the  acquisition 
of  a  aaior  user,  such  as  L'niced  Airlines,  and  shias 
over  the  short  tera.  1993  to  1996.  Hen  yeare  with  no 
or  ainiaal  reuse. 

*tost  of  all.  we  believe  theae  docuaanta 
are  overly  aabltious  relative  to  expected  growth.  Ve 
reaind  you  that  after  two  years  of  concsrtsd  effort  on 
the  part  of  aany  peopla,  no  coapany  haa  coaaitted  to 
date  to  settle  at  Rantoul. 

The  lapact  on  th#  Infrastructure  of  the 
base  and  local  coaaunity  undar  ainiaal  uss  conditions 
is  hardly  addrssssd.  ws  ask  that  tha  docuasnt  be 
aaandad  to  include  an  additional  coluan  on  Page  S-3, 
Table  a-l.  to  reflect  condltlona  undar  tha  no-action 
■Itarnatlva  with  a  baseline  of  Oaceabar  39.  1918. 
through  the  year  1991. 

One  docuaent  that  I 'a  entering  into  the 
record  this  svsning  is  the  Chanuts  Technical  Training 
Canter  economic  Raaourca  lapsct  Ststsaant  of  19BI 
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the  fire  training  area,  detailed  discussions  :aKe 
place  with  the  Oepartaent  to  facilitate  continued  use. 

Priaary  uses  of  this  facility  will  be 
fire  training  for  aviation,  cheeical  and  petroleua 
uses,  since  all  are  important  to  the  safety  of  our 
citizens . 

In  closing.  I  want  to  thank  you  for  the 
opportunity  to  speak.  We  believe  that  the  Draft  Eis 
or  the  Aviation  Reuse  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  has 
been  wsll-preparsd  and.  with  few  exemptions,  rsflscts 
chs  impact  assessment  of  the  bass  closure  and 
I  potential  rsusss,  thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER;  Thank  you,  Hr.  Dees.  At 
,  this  time  I  would  call  on  Hayor  Podagrosi  for  her 
I  comments. 

MAYOR  PODAGROSI;  Colonel  Heupel.  I  am  Katie 
Podagrosi.  Mayor  of  Rantoul,  333  South  Tannar  Street. 

I  Rantoul.  We  of  the  Village  have  thoroughly  read  the 
Draft  BBvlronmental  Impact  statement,  and  we  are 
entering  into  the  record  nine  papers  on  specific 
*  concerns. 

ws  are  also  in  receipt  of  the  recently 

i 

completed  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis,  and  since  the 
^  impact  analysis  of  the  EIS  depends  substantially  on 

j 
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j  published  by  the  Air  Force  during  the  year  of  the 

I  closure  announcement . 

i 

This  document  indicates  that  the 
economic  impact  of  the  operation  of  Chanute  on  this 
I  area  is  almost  S136  million  annually.  This  S136 
million  is  only  Chanute  expenditures.  The  accepted 
income  multiplier  reflects  a  total  economic  impact  of 
S341  million  cash  flow  dollars  on  the  Village  of 
Rantoul  and  surrounding  area. 

The  impact  of  the  jobs  is  listsd  at 
I  14.303.  Of  the  991  civH  service  jobs  at  Chanute.  I 

493.  or  about  half,  llv#  in  Rantoul.  Of  the  6.000  I 

military  at  that  time,  over  4500.  or  75  percent,  live 

at  Rantoul.  Even  If  we’ve  dropped  down  to  only  50  ' 

I 

percent  impact  on  the  Rantoul  community,  the  Air  Force 
j  indicated  in  that  report  that  we're  losing  S6S  million 
I  directly  from  our  economy. 

Using  the  same  mulitplier  at  above,  the 
impact  OD  the  Rantoul  community  la  $170  million  a 
year.  New.  theae  are  figures  put  out  by  the  Air  Force 
but  concocted  by  Rantoul. 

I  The  Chanute  Econoaic  lapact  Statement 

'  was  clearly  wrlttsn  to  laprsss  upon  ths  civilian  world 
the  importance  of  the  military  installation  to  the 
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locAl  tconoav  ■  <.'«rc«in  (oraula  wer«  used  to  rticli 

concluaion*  in  this  document. 

he  ere  requesting  cost  the  .Air  Force  use 
'he  jaae  toraula  to  express  the  economic  loss  to  the 
crmaunity  of  losing  the  base;  electing  to  adopt  the 
baseline  of  the  date  of  closure  to  develop  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Clearly  the  Air  Force 
can  make  a  case  that  there  will  be  very  little,  if 
any.  negative  impact  on  the  local  community.  <Jumt  am 
clearly,  this  is  a  case  of  using  facts  and  statistics 
to  develop  a  preferred  analysis. 

The  Village  of  ftantoul  protests  this 
methodology,  since  neither  the  closure  nor  the  reuse 
reports  address  adequately  the  short  term 
>  environmental  and  socioeconomic  no  or  nlnlaai  impact 
conditions. 

There's  no  doubt  that  the  unemployment 
rate  in  Rantoul  will  take  a  definite  nose  dive  with 
the  closure  of  Chanute  in  September  of  '93.  There 
should  also  be  no  doubt  that  the  Village  government 
and  others  here  are  diligently  striving  to  insurs  that 
i  unemployment  does  not  reach  rock  bottom,  and  that 
whatevar  rate  la  reachad.  will  only  be  for  a  minimum 

i 

tisa. 
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!  We  rake  exceptions  to  comments  on  Page 

I  3-1.  Section  2-1.  Paragraph  3.  of  the  Socioeconomic 
Impact  Analysis,  which  lists  several  of 
Champa  ign  -  L'rbana  '  3  larger  employers  as  Rantoula.  we 
should  ba  so  fortunats  as  to  have  Carle  Hospital. 
Kraft.  J .  Jones  and  Coldwall  Syatems.  along  with 
the  industrial  employera  we  do  have.  Inclusion  of 
these  companies  in  this  report  inflates  the  employment 
[  statistics  for  Rantoul  to  the  point  to  be  mieleadlng. 

I  Assumptions  are  made  that  Rantoul'e 

I  Landfill  will  ba  available  for  baae  closure  debris. 

I  Me're  requesting  that  the  name  of  the  Rantoul  landfill 
j  be  deleted  from  the  lend  fills  available  to  receive 
closure  material. 

Diepoaal  of  solid  waste  generated  by 
base  closur#  activities  between  now  and  October  of  '93 
Is  of  concern.  Due  to  the  fill  rets  at  the  Rantoul 
Landfill  experienced  during  the  lest  few  years  and  the 
rapidly  approaching  closure  date  for  this  facility, 
rastriotiona  have  been  imposed  on  the  types  of  solid 
wests  materiel  received.  Hstertal  from  demolished 
buildings,  for  instance,  le  no  longer  accepted  from 
any  source.  It  appears  that  the  EPA  restrictions  will 
[  preclude  any  expanelon  of  the  landfill.  So  we're 
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doing  everything  possible  to  extend  the  life  of  the 
current  facility. 

Currently,  additional  restrictions  are 
being  drifted,  which,  among  other  things,  will  limit 
the  increase  the  haulers  may  experience  in  any  given 
month  and  require  additional  crash  segregation  and 
reclamation  efforts. 

The  bottom  line  is  the  Rantoul  Landfill 
will  be  not  be  able  to  receive  an  increaae  of  eolld 
waste  generated  by  crating,  packing  and  dlapoeal  of 
materials  being  accessed  by  the  trensfer  of  Chanute 
activities  to  other  beeee. 

These  documents  continue  to  ekird*  the 
issues  of  problems  aeeocieted  with  wests  water 
treatment  plant  in  the  event  of  no  or  minimal  reuse. 
We  remind  the  Air  Force  that  Rantoul  did  not  need  the 
additional  capacity  in  its  plant  for  the  local 
community.  The  additional  capacity  was  built  to 
eccommedate  Chenute.  we  respectfully  refer  to  the 
contract  between  the  village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute 
Air  Force  Base  In  which  the  Air  Force  agreem  to  pay 
the  mtnieum  charge  for  flow  into  the  plant. 

The  Draft  EI3  doea  not  indicate  the  Air 
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j  which  muat  be  removed  prior  to  closure  and  reuse, 
j  These  include  at  least  the  following:  All  structures 
I  sssocisted  with  the  old  wa.u  water  treatment  plant. 

I  Buildings  732.  129  and  107.  and  1  h8^e  an  attachment 
on  that. 

We  cite  for  the  record  the  following 
reports  preparsd  by  consultants  hlrtd  by  the  Village 
!  of  Rantoul.  approvad  by  asaociated  Chanute  reuse 
I  committees,  as  well  as  by  tha  Rantoul  Plant  Commleelon 

I  and  the  Rantoul  village  Boerd  of  Trustees.  These  are  - 

i 

j  the  Urban  Land  institute  Report,  the  Etle  Report,  the 
I  Murphy  Till  Report  for  Aviation,  and  the  Economic 
I  Research  Asaociatea  Museum  Study  (sic). 

In  addition  to  my  comments  this  evening 
and  comments  by  Mika  Little,  consulting  engineer  for 
Sodemann  6  Asaociatea  repreaanting  the  Village  of 
kentoul.  we  are  attaching,  for  the  record,  papers 
prepared  et  the  village's  request  from  the  following, 
the  Rcmtottl  village  Board  of  Trustees.  'A  Resolution 
ot  Intent  Regarding  Chanute  Reuae”;  Kent  Tucker. 
Community  Development  Director,  who  win  call  special 
attention  to  apacific  concerna  on  the  aocioeconoaic 
iesues;  Chief  Alan  Jones  addressing  further  concerns 
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Fore*  will  deaolish  and  clean-up  certain  buildings 
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relative  to  security  during  the  short  tsrm  reuse 
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I  period  h*n  thn*'.'  •i'r-i.er 

i  pr«p4r«d  •  rJt»r  ’  liJresH  .r  .n  *rra  n  fh*  .■i.i  * 

1  ih*  '-.•)«ur«  •  i  :  \  i  9  n  'inan-^H  This  .s  if. 

»  f  'fi  'Ti«*  t^P'r.  »n3 

*>  *“•  •  •  -  ■.•  r»P'ri.  Bi'ft  rh.*«4  to  adlr^-^ 

•>  n  Tjo  '-pul  ph.'n*fi'-  «•. 

’  f  Iriini]*  mi  »n.'r?  ^•r•  '-•*  f 

%  9  I ,.  ?*!:•.  ;-n  T.*?  L  ••  t  ;  •  4  1  I  j  i  id  r  •*»• «  4  'B* 

*  j9«i  t*ing  'in*  i  d*  r  ad  &>  of  thr*« 

\0  :  9u»9  ■  .‘■a  1 '  r  ••  9  . 

11  :h«9«  199U99  h«v«  nslthar  b*«n 

li  ''nsiiarvd  nor  <ppros*<1  or  ditapprovad  b>  tb«  Vlllag* 

li  B<i4ri  9!n-«  i''«  aarlv  in  th«  planning  proc*»9.  Put 

14  .«  t9k  that  th»g«  b«  atudiad  «■  alf«rnati\«  u9««  t  > 

ih«  U9«  for  an  addi  onal  CIS  ac  a  la'ar 

1  a '  • 

I'  Tba  Villag*  dafinitaly  roncura  with  tna 

II  actachaant  f'oa  ita^a  Cnsbaat  ipnonatici  of  CVS 

;l  laaltat  «lati\«  to  a  ana  for  a  rranafar  atat'on. 

jO  Ttiaaa  ladlviduaia  workad  cloaaly  with  tna  Villaga  >( 

21  lantoul  Covarnaant  and  wa  concur  uitn  thair  roncarna. 

22  Iri  concluaion  I  rafar  to  tha  raporr  on 

2)  riapoaal  and  Rauaa  of  Chapaan  I'ourta  iphonatici  and 

24  raguaat  *nar  tha  lantoul  Landfill  ba  dalatad  froa  tha 
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liat  of  avaj,4Ci»  .jijf;!!  •  n^ajnad  'h .  ..* 

fjrthar  in*  •  ufr*  i4'i  r.  'h*  4if  f  r 

for  tha  a>«p*iifj  uh  f  'na  haiaan  ;ii’ 

n  ml  ’  j  fjffhar  ‘hmn  'H).r  L'*,  !  r 

h  19  •'•■'parati'n  in  attaapting  to  bring  this  pribl*»  '• 
1  ^8-it  i  *  f  j •'•r  V  .•r-.n- 1  u*  I  on  for  tha  baaa  and  t.ha 
'oaaun 1 1 1  . 

■anaral  Da>  s  action  is  .ndi'ati.a  'f 
'host  that  tos  asR  'ha  Air  Forra  to  '''’ntinua  taking  to 
halp  allasiita  hardship  on  tna  local  >'‘,BBunitY- 
Spacificall^.  wa  ara  aaking  that  tha  Air  Forca 
dalinaata  for  ua  axactly  what  tha  .'aratakar  atatua 
will  involve.  Wa  aak  for  ainiBal  haaala  osar  tnoaa 
itaBs  that  should  ba .  and  hiatoricalli  hasa  oa«.n 
consesad  under  taraa  of  public  banafl'  and  wa  aak 
that  raaaonabla  pricaa  ba  expected  for  thoaa 
propartiaa  and  facilltlaa  praaanctd  tor  aale  under 
private  uaa  provialona  thank  you. 

RARING  OFFICCR:  Thank  you.  *1ayor  Podagr  ^si 
and  at  this  Ciaa  I'd  also  Ilka  to  thank  you  Na ' aa 
for  aaking  tha  Civic  cantar  available  for  ua  to  ba 
able  to  uaa  tonight  to  that  wa  could  accoaaodata  as 
aany  paopl#  aa  w*  has#  hara  tonight  thank  >ou  varv 
auch.  Vary  wall,  at  this  tiaa  i  would  call  on  Nr. 
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1  Nika  Llttl*  t  r  n;«  -  aasnts 

J  Mk  Nt'HXK  - ;::!£•  ;n*.  a>naaais 

’  Ni'-haal  li'':*  iiid  :  a  here  t  njaht  tapraaanting  tna 

I  ...laj*  f  i»4r.’  ..  IS  <  I  1  I  ig*  fnginaar  ind  la  'hairaan 

V  f  *h*  PiMi*  W'rks  Reuse  cr.-Baittaa.  l  a  subaitrmg 

6  toTi'twn  '  p;aa  f  jaas'iona  and  -oaaan  t  a  r a  I  at  i  ng  '  / 

'  'hs  Irif'  •l•uaa  tlS  and  the  Soc  i  oacon'-^ai  c  lapact 

4  »n4r.  4ie  y';d>  whih  era  far  axttnaiva  to  read  at 

'4  'hia  ':aa  M  w*.ar  I  w-ull  like  to  suaaariza  the 

10  aai'T  areas  >f  ''>n‘'arn  to  rha  Village. 

11  firat  c'^aaanta  concwrn  tha  Draft  BII. 

1 2  Nod ifi  i'i’ns  '  J  arioua  roaponant  a  of  the  regional 

1  )  toss'a  toS'er  'r*ataant  plant  and  on  base  collection 

;i  s.s'ea  BUS'  ba  aada  under  all  a  1 ' ar nat i s aa .  These 

IV  a-'difi  a*  i  .na  ara  detailed  tn  a  study  antitlsd 

16  "anal.sif  ’f  lapacts  :in  waits  Watsr  Svstsas  Oua  To 

I  •*  losura  )f  hanuta  kir  Force  Base  ”  a  copy  of  which  la 

II  attached  to  ay  written  -oaeants 

II  In  appendage  <>  Air  Force  Folicy 

20  Nsnaoaaaat  of  Aabaatoa  and  'Moaing  Basaa.  1  have  a 

21  luaation.  Doaa  polio  nuabar  aix  apply  'o  tha  vary 

22  a'aaa  Itnaa^  If  so  whan  will  thaaa  linaa  be  raaovad- 

21  Rjliry  nuBbar  seven  atataa  tha  course  of 

24  act  1  .'n  t ba  followed  with  raapact  to  aabaatos  at  the 


t  closing  1  ns  t  a  1 1  a  1 1  :<n  guots.  'will  bs  analyred  i  r:  t.*:* 

2  Disposal  and  R*us*  Ens i r onaant a  I  lapact  G'ateaan’ 

)  and  quota.  The  only  *ning  this  EIS  says  about 

4  asbestos  is  that,  quota  "An  Asbas'os  vpataaant  Plan 

V  is  due  in  April  of  im  -  and  qu-'^ta.  la  that 

6  inaightful  analysia  adequate  to  fulfill  the 

requiraaanta  of  this  -lause? 

I  It  would  saaa  logical  that  tna  laaua  >t 

*4  asbaatoa  in  building#  proposed  for  rauaa  would  have  a 

10  aa]or  lapact  on  tha  real  value  of  thoaa  buildings. 

11  Also,  in  the  cssa  of  abandoned  buried  staaa  Unas. 

12  buried  aabaatos  left  behind  and  not  properly  dlaposad 

13  -ft  laavaa  a  potential  liability  probiaa  (or  tha 

14  future  occupants  of  ths  property. 

IV  Tha  village  baliavas  thia  EtS  ahould 

16  reflect  tha  raaiflcatlon  of  what  la  and  lan't  raaovad 

IT  under  tha  Asbaatoa  Abataaant  Plan,  w#  would  alec  lika 

il  to  have  a  copy  of  ths  Asbsstos  Abataaant  Plan  whan  it 

19  bscoBss  aval  labia. 

20  The  viiiagaa  poaition  concerning 

21  underground  storage  tanks  is  that  all  ISTa  ahould  ba 

22  raaovad  prior  to  cloaing.  Incraaaing  coaplax 

2)  cQBpllanca  atandarda  will  aaka  any  raaaining  tanka  a 

24  liability  to  any  future  potential  owners.  If  the  Air 
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Fore*  d«»ir*9  to  a  ■arKatabiliCy  o(  its 

proparciat.  tnese  ranks  should  b«  raaoved  now  or 
replacad  with  new  s^steas  that  can  meat  all  future 
regular i -ns . 

'-'ohcarning  the  IRP  Prograa.  a  raaedial 
investigation  and  a  suaaary  report  is  due  to  be 
Toapleted  in  the  spring  of  1991.  Is  that  report 
complete?  The  Village  hereby  requests  a  copy  when  it 
becoaes  available.  A  radon  survey  le  scheduled  for 
1991.  We're  curious  about  the  statue  of  that  survey, 
and  the  Village  requests  a  copy  when  that  is 
available. 

Concerning  the  overall  question  of  the 
disposition  of  the  base  infrastructure,  the  Board  of 
Trustees  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul  has  foreally 
adopted  the  following  position  statement:  “The 
Village  of  Rantoul  Position  Statement  Chanute  Reuse 
Inf restructure  Transfer  and  Responsibilicy"  and  "The 
Oenerel  Position  Regarding  Utility  and  Streete." 

The  Village  of  Rantoul  is  willing  to 
accept  responsibility  for  the  appropriate  public 
portiona  of  the  streets,  water,  aanltary  sewer,  storm 
sewer  and  electric  systems:  providsd.  ons.  ihs  Air 
Force  conveys  to  the  Village  the  necessary  components. 
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of  the  Village.  \o  water  or  sew«r  treatment  centers 
not  owned  by  the  tillage  will  be  allowed  to  operate 
within  the  village  limits.  The  village  assumes  that 
they  will  become  the  owner  and  operator  of  the  public 
portions  of  rhe  electric  system. 

Concerning  the  Rantoul  Municipal 
Landfill,  the  Village  of  Rantoul's  post-closure  plan, 
under  the  Village's  Illinois  EPA  psrmit  to  opsrate  the 
Rantoul  ‘lunicipai  Landfill,  stipulates  thst  ths 
landfill  will  close  April  1st.  1999.  This  plsB 
assumes  no  matsrial  Incresss  in  ths  saount  or  quantity 
of  solid  waste  delivered  to  said  landfill  between  the 
present  time  and  said  date. 

The  preeent  Board  of  Trustees  of  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  will  adopt  appropriate  legislation 
consistsnt  with  such  an  EPA  permit  to  restrict  ths 
quantity  or  amount  of  solid  waste  delivered  to  the 
Rantoul  landf ill. 

Concerning  the  steam  syetem.  the  Village 
le  net  prepered  to  accept  responeiblllty  for  any 
portion  of  the  steam  plant  or  ths  stssm  distribution 
systsa.  Ths  Air  Force  should  provids  s  csrstsksr 
operation,  as  suggsstsd  in  the  Draft  EI8.  for  the 
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including  requested  equipment  together  with  ill 
naceesary  easements  and/or  rights  ot  way  deemed 
appropriate  by  the  Village. 

Two.  the  ,1 J  r  force  will  cooperate  with 
the  Village  in  the  public  benefit  transfers  that  the 
Village  deems  appropriate  for  the  overall  good  of  the 

4 

community,  and.  as  recommended,  under  the  CLI  and  C'lT 
studies:  and.  three,  the  Air  Force  will  participate  in 
support  of  Che  sistems  as  detailed  in  the  following 
descriptions.  Concerning  the  water,  storm  sewmr. 
sanitary  sewsr  and  slectrlc  systsms.  the  Air  Fores 
agrees  to  support  ths  operation  of  eaci,  of  these 
systems  by  paying  a  ussr  fss  for  five  years  (oxl-wing 
the  date  of  closure  for  as  long  as  nscessary  to  insure 
j  ths  markstabllity  of  ths  Air  Force  properties.  This 
,  fee  will  be  based  upon  the  Village's  estimsted  annua? 
operating  cost  for  ths  on-bass  system  with  the  credit 
based  upon  the  level  of  reuse  that  occurs.  i 

In  ths  case  of  the  waste  water  system, 
usually  thm  tea  win  be  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  conditlona  of  the  contract  between  the  Village  and 
Che  Air  Force.  If  the  Air  Force  chooaes  to  sell  the 
water,  sanitary  or  storm  systems  Co  a  third  partv'.  the 
I  Village  will  consider  that  organisation  a  franchisee 
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closure  tor  as  long  as  necsssary  to  insure  the 
marRetablllty  of  the  Air  Force's  buildings,  to  allow 
time  for  the  conversion  of  all  buildings  to  individual 
HD.AC  systems.  The  Air  Force  shall  remain  responsible 
for  the  steam  plant  and  distribution  system  and  shall 
properly  dispose  of  the  facilities  when  they're  no 
longer  needed. 

fire  protection  and  security:  Prior  to 
accepting  reeponslbl 1 i ty  for  these  operations,  the 
villsgs  will  e.xpect  ths  Air  Fores  to  agres  to  a 
;  documsnt  in  support  of  ths  utilities  systsm. 
i  Other  considerations,  ths  villags  is 

I  requesting  Buildings  55.  56  and  62.  including  all 
records,  drawings,  raports.  et  cetara.  partinent  to 

1 

'  ths  long-term  operation  and  msnagsmsnt  of  tbs  bass 
facllitiss.  Ths  Village  is  also  rsquesting  building 
43.  ths  firs  station,  and  all  associated  equipment. 
Thst  concludes  the  comments  on  ths  policy  statsmsnt  on 
utilities. 

Beck  to  my  comments.  Concerning 
demolition  of  existing  buildings,  the  E19  should  bs 
j  rsvissd  to  reflect  the  requests  thst  hsv#  bssn  made  by 

i 

tha  Villags  for  specific  buildings  thst  are 


complete  system  for  five  years  following  the  date  of 
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uhdesirabli  and  poss  environeental  hazards:  in 
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*1  f 

1  4dd]ition.  th«  i  n  t  vr  f  >>r«n<.-«  of  (ha  abandonad  atruccuraa 

2  at  tha  old  aain  rraataant  plant  ^t'h  (ha 

)  aaat/%<aat  runwaj  -lf>ar  zorias  ein<'uld  ba  addraaaad. 

1  'i'i  Iinal  raaarKs  ■•onr»rn  both  »ha  biaf» 

•i  tl5  and  rh#  i  oaronoBj  c  inpact  Study-  Tha  E13  and 

b  Knalyaia  should  praaant  tha  pracloaura 

^  '-ondltiiins  as  a  third  laval  of  roaparison  to  lha 

8  baaalina  and  rausa  aHarnativaa.  Without  ihia  laval 

9  of  coapariaon.  (haaa  raporta  provida  a  dacidadly 

10  diatortad  viaw  to  tha  raal  lapact  of  tha  coMunlty.  I 

11  For  axaspla.  in  aactlon  four. 

12  Environaantal  lapacta  of  tha  Socioaconoaic  Analyaia.  [ 

13  -'oapariaon  ara  praaantad  concarninq  )obs  craatad  by  | 

I 

14  tha  proposad  a  1 ( arnat 1 vaa .  For  propoaad  action,  a 

i 

rafaranca  la  aada  to  pracloaura  aaployaanc  tavala  | 

16  stating  that  tha  antlcipatad  aaployaant  figuras  | 

17  rapraaant  a  2  parcant  incraaaa  ovar  pracloaura  lavala  I 


1  baaad  upon  popular  i  <n  B4^  »>orK  t  ine  in  araas  of 

2  hundrada  of  thousands  or  Billions  *(  paopi#  tiv^r  ,r 

1  doaan't  work  hara.  Tha  raporta  srataa  rnat  for  tha 

I  n  -n  I'-iafi-in  altarnativa.  duofa  "'"ufranr  putili-- 

6  swr'^ica  la^al9  could  ba  Baintainad.  and  quota,  hitn  ^1 

t>  or  half  tha  •'urrant  nuBbar  of  villaga  aaplr>yaaa. 

7  Juat  barauaa  half  tha  panpla  Bova  froB  a 

8  nai  qhborhood .  doaan't  aaan  that  you  can  <~loaa  half  tha 

9  atraata  or  abandon  half  tha  watar  pipaa.  Hanning 

10  watar  and  waata  watar  traataant  planta  taka#  vary 

11  j  naarly  tha  aaaa  staff  siza  irragardlaaa  of  tha  (low  in 

1 

12  j  or  flow  out.  Tha  Vlllag#  la  aora  than  willing  to  work 

13  with  tha  Air  Forca't  contractor  to  aaa  to  it  that 

14  accurata  croaa  data  appaara  in  this  raport. 

1^  Finally,  tha  Villaga  of  Rantoul  Bust 

16  raly  on  tha  inforaation  you  praaant  whan  it  triaa  to 

17  convinca  (adaral  and  atata  aganciaa  of  tha  na*d  for 
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aaaoclatad  with  Chanuta. 

In  tha  dlacuaalon  of  tha  othar  thraa 
■Itarnatlvaa .  no  aanclon  la  aada  of  tha  72  p^rc^nt.  88 
parcant  and  99.4  parcant  dacraaaaa  in  aaployaant 
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lavala  aa  coaparad  to  pracloaura  Chanuta  ralatad  loba .  | 

Tha  aathodology  uaad  to  aatlaata  j 

staffing  lavala  la  anothar  axaapla.  C'atng  ratloa  | 

22 

23 

24 

DOCUMENT 

1 

1 

SuBsary  Saction.  which  la  about  aa  far  as  Boat 

1 

2 

buraaucratira  bntnar  to  read  doaan't  avan  aantion  tha 

2 

3  1 

no-action  al  t  arnat  i  v  wa  and  its  dasaatating  affacts  <.>n 

3 

4 

f  ha  •’^(SBiun  1 1  y  .  1 

4 

•s 

In  naarly  avary  saction.  on  naarly  a\ary 

6 

6 

paga.  tha  inforBation  prasantad  and  tha  ianguaga  uaad 

1 

6 

7 

downplay  tha  nagativas  and  highlight  tha  posttlvas. 

! 

7 

8 

Tha  Air  fores  haa  alraady  dacldad  to  abandon  Chanuta. 

! 

8 

9 

What  diffaranca  doas  it  saka  now  if  you  praaant  tha 

1 

9 

10 

truth  about  tha  iBpacts  of  that  dacialon?  Thank  you. 

10 

1  1 

HCARING  OFFICER:  Thank  you,  Mr.  LJtti*.  I 

n 

1  2 

hava  Hr.  Jack  Hillar.  I  ask  him  to  coaa  forward  at 

1 

12 

1  3 

this  'IBS  for  his  coBBsnta. 

1 

1 

1  3 

1  4 

HR.  HILLER.  Colonal.  I'B  Jack  Hlllar.  1804 

14 

'iisason.  Rantoul.  Illinois.  61866.  I  aa  also  tha 

16 

26 

chairaan  of  tha  Haalth  Barvjcas  Coaalttaa  assisting  in 

1 

16 

1  "J 

tha  Villaga  of  Rantoul  rauaa  afforta.  And,  air.  I  was 

17 

IR 

plaaaad  to  saa  that  your  taaa  found  tha  axtra  90.000 

IB 

19 

squara  fast  in  tha  >'hanuts  Hospital  that  tha  1988  Baa# 

19 

20 

Cloaura  Coaalttaa  had  loat. 

1 

1 
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^  1  as  hara  rapraaanting  tha  Hilitary 

1 

21 

22 

Ratiring  roamunlty,  Including  dapandants.  Thara  ara 

22 

2  3 

around  6.000  auch  individuals  currantly  takan  cara  of 

i 

23 

24 

in  tha  auparb  aannar  by  tha  Chanuta  Hospital. 

24 

aaalatanca.  Aa  thaaa  docuaanta  atand.  thay  portray  a 
cloaad  portion  acanano  of  littla  or  no  raal  aconoaic 
Impact  OB  tha  villaga. 

Tha  Socloaconoalc  Analyaia  la 
particularly  blind  and  alightad  to  ainialza  or  avan 
ignora  tha  hard  rtalitiaa  that  (aca  tha  Villaga  of 
Rantoul.  For  anaapla.  tha  Socioacnnoaic  Raport 
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Unfor t unata ly .  many  of  (haaa  paopla  ha\a  lilnass  whi  h 
<  raqulra  coatly  Badication.  and  thair  haalth  pr»''lu'1aa 
fraquant  trips  to  Scott  Air  Forca  Basa  rir  wrignt 
pjttarson  4ir  Forca  Basa  M’lspitala. 

You  haia  notad  in  tha  SocioaconoBic 
Analysis  tha  lialtatlona  Vataran's  Adai n i s t r a n on 
Hoapltals  hava.  which  aaans  that  many  p«opla  do  not 
hava  accaaa  to  tha  Oanvilla  VA  Hoapital. 

wa  ara  wall  awara  also  of  tha  Chaapar's 
I  Program.  Hany  of  thosa  currantly  baing  takan  cara  of 
J  at  Chanuta  ara  Hadicara  allgibla.  In  any  caaa. 
j  whathar  Chaapar'a*  or  Hadicara.  thay  ara  not 
financially  abla  to  afford  aacondary  covaraga. 

I  notlca  aarvicaa  ara  not  raquirad  to 

I  taka  military  hoapitala  to  tha  patiant.  but.  onca 

t 

again,  wa  aak  that  aoaa  conaidarat loi n  ba  givan  to 
thoaa  in  111  haalth.  who  apaciflcally  aovad  to  thia 
;  araa  ao  thay  could  afford  to  ramain  m  as  good  haalth 
aa  poaalbla  (or  aa  lung  as  posaibla.  outpatltnt  and 
pharaacautlcal  sarvicaa  would  go  a  long  way  in  filling 
this  void,  thank  you. 

!  HEARING  OFFICER:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Hlllar.  \ 

I 

,  Now.  I  don't  hava  any  othar  cards.  Lat  aa  ask.  do  wa 
I  hava  any  othar  carda  in  tha  back?  la  thara  anybody 
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that's  Miahing  to  aaic*  a  stataaant  that  naa  not  (tllad 
out  a  card? 

MAYOR  PODAORUSI:  May  I  naka  on#  aora 

•oaaent  ’ 

HFARIVO  OFFICER:  I  kas  going  to  coaa  back  to 
you  and  sav  it  wa  don't  havs  anybody  alaa  that  ^ants  j 

to  Bake  a  coaaant .  if  you'd  Ilka  aoaa  aora  additional  | 

tiaa.  I'll  giva  you  soaa  additional  tiaa.  So  If  you  i 

don’t  Bind  holding  for  ]ust  a  ainuta.  Ma'aa.  If  you'd  j 

Indicata  your  naaa.  Sir.  J 

MR.  GALE  CONNELY:  My  naaa  la  Gala  Connaly. 

I 'a  Suparintandant  of  Rantoul  Township  High  School 

District  193.  I  hava  just  a  word  of  caution  in 

ragards  to  tha  Socioaconoaic  lapact  Analysis,  wa  ! 

racaivad  this  analysis  a  faw  days  ago.  A  aaior  arror 

was  includad  in  tha  data.  You  can  pick  naarly  any 

paga. 

For  axaapla.  on  Paga  4-20.  it's  showing 
tha  fiscal  projactions  fro*  1991  to  2014.  and  it 
shows,  throughout  thoaa  yaars.  that  our  high  school  ! 

I 

district  would  hava  a  surplus  of  S500.000  aach  yaar.  I 

Howavar.  tha  raality  is  closar  to  that  wa  would  hava  a 
daficlt  within  3  to  3500.000  aach  yaar.  basad  on  thair  i 
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And  tha  arror  was  siapla  bacausa 
arror  was  craatad  baciusa  tha>  did  not  proparli 
rasaarch  our  Stata  Aid  Fara  troa  tha  Stata  of 
Illinois.  As  Tha  local  assassaant  would  laprova  in 
Rantoul.  wa  win  lost  substantial  stata  funding. 

Thsy’^a  aada  %  coaaitaant  to  paopla  t  > 
produca  this  and  aada  a  coaaitaant  to  raviaw  it.  but  I 
thought  It  should  ba  on  tha  racord  that  that  arror  was 
aada.  Sinca  that  arror  could  hava  baan  pravantad  by  a 
phona  call,  aithar  to  ona  of  tha  local  school 
districts  or  to  tha  ststs.  it's  not  at  all  clasr  to  aa 
why  such  an  anoraous  arror  was  aada  and  put  in  a 
publishad  docuBsnt;  sv#n  though  it  doasn't  sav  that 
It's  a  draft  docuasnt ,  it's,  thaorat ical ly .  a  draft 
docuaant .  So  1  would  urgs  you  to  usa  your  authority 
to  ancouraga  Chasa  paopls  to.  in  fact,  usa  tha  phona. 
if  nothing  alsa.  to  collact  data  bafora  thay  publish 
It . 

NEARING  OFFICER:  Lat  Ba  ask  you.  air.  do  y^u 
hava  any  phona  nuabara  you'd  suggaat? 

MR.  DALE  CONNELY:  I  gsva  thaa  by  card,  and 
ws'rs  in  ths  phona  book. 

HEARING  OFFICER:  Supar.  that  takas  cars  of 
that.  Mayor  Podsgroai.  if  you  hava  furthar  coaaancs 


DOCUMENT  1 


1 

2 

3 

4 


8 

9 

10 
1 1 
12 

I  3 

14 

15 

16 
17 

II 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


I'll  antartain  tho.<ie  at  this  tiaa. 

MAYOR  P'lOAORusi:  I  lust  wantad  to  aantion 
that  whan  Jack  Millar  caaa  up  and  talkad  about  tha 
hsaltn  'are  his  presence  didn't  really  reNeal  to  you 
the  seriousness  of  the  situation.  Jack  le  one  of 
several  Oattion  Death  March  survivore  who  live  in  the 
Rantoul  ''oaaunity.  Thay  wars  priaonars  of  war  for 
four.  five,  six  savan  yaars  back  in  world  war  II. 

f'nngrsss  and  avsrybody  alsa  right  now  ia 
very  concarnad  about  hsslth  cars  and  othar  banafits 
that  wars  proaisad  to  tha  atlitary  paopla  who  ara  just 
now  returning  to  the  Persian  Gulf.  I  would  just  Ilka 
averyona  to  reaaabar  that  at  ona  tiaa  thasa  paopla 
were  very  laportant  to  Aaerica.  Today,  they  eeea  to 
be  throw-awaye.  and  that'#  too  bad. 

HEARING  OFFICER:  Mr.  Deaf  or  Mr.  Littla.  did 
you  have  anything  further?  I'll  give  one  last 
opportunity,  is  thars  anyona  alsa  wishing  to  asks  s 
public  oral  coaaant  at  this  point,  for  ths  racord? 
Apparently  not . 

Lat  as  juat  raaind  you  than.  I  know 
wave  got  into  this  several  tiaes  bafora.  but  it  you 
wish  to  subait  any  writtsn  coaasnts.  you  asy  do  so 
aithar  using  one  of  these  shaata  or  taking  tha  coaaent 


1 


I 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 
I 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 
11 

19 

20 
2] 
22 

23 

24 


you've  got  in  typed  fora  and  sending  it  to  the  address 

I 

at  tha  bottoB  of  this  sheet.  Thosa  coaaants  will 
I  racaiva  tha  saaa  conaidara t ion .  They  will  all  be  part 
of  the  total  record,  both  the  suBaations  that  we've 
heard  orally  tonight  end  any  later  written  subaissions 
that  are  racaivad  by  tha  22nd  of  April,  a#  well  as  the 

I  tranacrlpt  of  tha  proceedings,  will  all  ba  put  into  a 

docuaant  that  will  ba  forwarded  up  through  tha 
I  appropriate  chains  for  tha  ultiaata  decision. 

I  Mayor,  once  again,  I  want  to  publicly 

I  thank  you  for  your  providing  these  facilities  for  ua 
j  to  use.  Tha  oftlciala  of  tha  Air  Force  appreciate  all 

j  of  your  afforta  in  coaing  out  tonight  and  contributing 

your  vtawa  to  thia  public  hearing.  Wa  thank  you  for 
your  courtaous  attantion.  Plaaaa  ba  aasurad  that  tha 
j  Air  Force  decision  askars  will  carefully  conaidar  aach 
viewpoint  raiaad  hare  tonight  whan  deciding  tha 
ultiaata  course  of  action  on  the  proposal.  This 

1 

I  hearing  la  adjourned  at  1:43  p.a. 
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I  Simone  state  that  I  was 

present  at  the  aforementioned  hearing  and  that  this  is 
a  t pewr  1 1 1  en  transcript  of  the  proc^dings  held  on 
held  on  Wednesday.  March  27.  1991.  at  the  Rantoul 
'*ivi:  renter,  Rantoul,  Illinois,  commencing  at  7;00 
o ' clock  p . m . 


cA 


SIMONE  BAIRD 


lirais  Department  of  lanspoilation 

Office  of  me  Secretery 

2300  South  Oirksen  ^rti«rsy/9ormg(ietd  lltmoiS/esrsa 
Telephone  217/782-6597 


March  27.  1991 


It.  Colons!  Thoeas  Bartol 
Director  of  Environmental  Prooraas 
AFRCE  BMS/OEP 

Norton  Air  Force  Base.  CA  92409>6448 
Dear  Colonel  Bartol: 

As  Secretary  of  the  Illinois  Oepartaent  of  Transportation,  a 
cooperating  agency  in  the  preparation  of  the  environmental 
Impact  study  for  the  closure  of  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  in 
Rantoul,  Illinois,  I  offer  the  following  coaments  and  attach¬ 
ments  as  a  matter  of  record.  My  staff  will  have  addltloful 
comments  as  representatives  of  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Transportation  also.  The  Illinois  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  has  also  been  designated  by  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  as  a  ‘Block  Grant  State.”  This  designation 
entitles  us  to  represent  the  Federal  Aviation  AdirlnUtratlon 
In  matters  such  as  airport  grants  and  construction  approvals, 
envlrottmental  Issues  and  reviews,  and  matters  of  aeronautlcel 
engineering,  as  well  as  other  related  aviation  Issues  In  this 
state. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  has  reviewed  the  March 
1991  draft  environmental  lipact  statement  and  comments  will  be 
presented  by  the  IDOT  Division  of  Aeronautics  by  separate 
letter. 

As  former  Governor  James  R.  Thompson  pointed  out  In  his  testi¬ 
mony  September  12.  1990,  the  state  of  Illinois  Is  comitted  to 
the  development  of  e  Natlonel  Aviation  Center  at  the  Chanute 
site  In  Rantoul,  Illinois. 

This  redevalopment  Is  no  small  task  and  requires  an  enormous 
amount  of  technical  eipertlse  and  financial  assistance.  Mlth- 
out  the  asslstence  of  the  federal  government  In  every  way 
possible.  I  fear  the  "no  action  alternative”  could  bKome  a 
reality. 

I.  therefore,  ask  that  the  Department  of  Defense  coordinete 
the  base  closure  effort  and  offer  technicel  and  financial 
assistance  to  the  vlllaga  of  ftantoul. 
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Lt.  Colonel  Thomas  lertol 
Page  Two 
Nerch  27.  IMI 


The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  has  advised  the  Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation  "the  proposed  new  airport  for 
Rantoul  (No.  3-17-0136)  as  contained  In  the  current  National 
Plan  of  Integrated  Airport  Systems  (NPIAS)  has  been  designated 
as  a  general  aviation  reliever  for  O'Here  International 
Airport."  (December  ii.  1990  letter  attached  to  this  state¬ 
ment).  Hhlle  this  designation  Is  of  significant  importance, 
this  action  by  the  FAA  Is  directly  related  to  Implementation 
of  the  proposed  action. 

Si  I  ask  the  Department  of  Defense  to  cooperate  in  providing 
I  technical  assistance  to  the  public  authority  for  the  design, 

I  reconstruction,  end  reactivation  of  the  airport  at  Chanute. 

A  great  deal  of  engineering  end  Investigative  work  must  be 

■  performed  prior  to  design  of  the  airfield.  Further,  we  would 
eipect  that  the  airfield  and  all  properties  within  the 
qc  boundaries  of  the  airport  layout  plan  (draft  previously 

submitted),  which  will  be  submitted  to  you  is  e  part  of  this 
record,  be  transferred  at  no  cost  to  the  appropriate  public 
authority. 

It  should  alto  be  noted  that  James  B.  Buiey.  Admlnlstretor 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  has  stated  In  hit 
February  II,  1991  letter  (attached)  to  former  Secretary  of 
Transportation  Michael  P.  Lane  that  "special  emphasis  should 
be  pieced  on  the  conversion  of  appropriate  former  military  air 
bates  to  civil  use  end  on  the  Identification  and  Improvmmmt 
of  additional  jolnt-use  facMItftt."  Mr.  Busty'i  letter  ft  in 
support  of  the  proposed  action.  He  further  cites  a  particular 
Interest  in  Chanute  potential  as  a  center  for  fIre/crisN/ 
rescue  training.  Me  states,  "Chanute  could  become  an 
Important  national  civil  aviation  asset  in  this  regard.* 

I  urge  the  Department  of  Defense  to  consider  the  following 
actions: 

1 1  9  Transfer,  at  no  or  minimal  cost  the  eilstlng  flre/cratb/ 

I  rescue  training  facilities  end  e  reasonable  amount  of 

3.6  I  equipment  to  the  appropriate  public  authority. 

S|  9  Coepmrate  with  tbo  appropriate  authority  in  the  develop- 
I  oent  of  an  FAA  approvod  fire/crash/rescue  training  program 

I  that  could  bo  cenildored  for  use  by  the  ollltary  where 
I  applicable. 


Lt.  Colonel  Thommi  Bartol 
Page  Thret 
March  27.  iggi 


I  believe  that  the  proposed  actions  present  the  highest  and 
best  rt-ute  of  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base.  These  actions 
apparently  present  e  mlnlmel  effect  on  the  environment  as  well, 
thereby  Intensifying  the  attractiveness  of  the  re-use  proposal. 

The  state  of  Illinois  has  undertaken  an  aggressive  role  In 
assisting  this  region  of  our  state  in  encouraging  major  air 
carriers  and  aviation  related  companies  to  develop  at  the 
Chanute  site.  It  should  be  noted  that  Illlnols/Chenute  remains 
a  candidate  for  United  Airlines  Maintenance  Operation  Center 
while  BS  ether  sites  have  been  eliminated  in  this  fierce 
cemputUlom. 

The  concept  of  the  development  of  e  National  Aviation  Center, 
an  Industrial  airport  specializing  In  aircraft  maintenance  and 
related  tKhnologles  It  on  the  leading  edge  of  the  future  of 
aviitlen.  Complementing  the  air  field  by  providing  much  needed 
aviation  education  and  training  nmki  this  concept  one  of  the 
most  li^ertant  In  the  aviation  transportation  Industry  today. 

1  urge  the  mailmum  of  consideration  on  behalf  of  the  village  of 
RentPul  end  the  redevelopment  committees  for  the  conversion  of 
the  CMnute  Air  Force  Base.  I  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to 
coHtnt  end  participate  In  the  environmental  impact  effort. 


Kirk  Brown 
Secretary 


Attachmmmti 

cc:  Nmymr  xaty  hodegrosi 
Mr.  Gary  Vest 


K-46 


DOCUMENT  2 


DOCUMENT  2 


M.  B«rcu«,  Cn»*^  EwBiti***- 
Illinvit  OtMrttCAt  of  TronoOA^t  At  IAA 
Ol«l«l«A  of  AorOAAutico 
Oireort 

SartAfftold,  lllinoit  ba7tb 
0««t*  Hr.  Borcuos 

lAntOUl  UirDOrt 
7l«ntowi,  llltnoi* 

NOlAS  Ovvioton 

•v  tMo  lottor,  tn*  Foxtrot  Oviotion  Qa*iAiotr«t lOfl  likt  to  inforo  v«u 

IH«t  tfi#  er«e«ot«  noa  «ir»ort  toi»  Kantoui  <Ni.  3-17-^IMt  ««  e**t«)no«  in  tn# 
NaliAnal  P|«n  •#  Inttfrattd  Btrptrt  Svtl#ai  «P*tBSl  nat  Mon 
daotcnattd  at  a  gtnarai  awiation  r#li#«tr  for  Q'Mart  Inttrnatianal  Rlrparc. 
TMt  action  rat  tation  by  owr  Bfoncy  in  nnticipation  of  tho  dt«i|natt«n  By 
unttoc  Birlintt  of  oaHinB  Rantaul  at  itt  ■atntonanc#  n«B,  inartcy  roltovini 
0*Haro  of  aircraft  roq<iiriA«  aaintonanco  antf  attaeiatod  fliRlitt. 

THoto  efiantot  to  tn#  art  offoetivo  at  of  thit  data. 

Wt  will  eontinwt  to  tupotrt  tno  dtwtkooddnt  of  anation  at  ftantogi  to  aoot  tno 
noodt  of  aviation. 


Wo  tfiaao  you  for  your  continuod  eaoBtration  aitn  our  offieo  on  tnit  orojoet. 


Stncoroiy, 

^^JOrry  R.  HoiHi 


Coodawity  Plannor 

OiieoRo  Bircortt  Oiitrict  Offieo 


ni«  Honorable  Micnaal  7.  lana 
Sacratary,  tllinois  Oapartaanr 
of  Tranaportation 
2300  South  Oiricaan  Parkway 
Sprinqfiald,  Illinois  62764 

Dear  Mr.  sacratary: 

Thank  you  for  your  lattar  csncaminq  diacrationar/  tunoing  for 
tha  davalopmant  of  Chanuta  Air  Force  Base  Chanuta'  and  seeking 
an  axpraaaion  of  our  willingnaas  to  consider  rairBursanant  of 
eligible  axpandituraa  outside  tha  State  BIock  Grant  .^liot 
Program. 

I  agree  that  military  air  oases  can  sake  significant 
contributions  to  nstionsl  civilisn  avistion,  and  that  tiiair 
dovalopmant  prosants  sene  extraordinary  funding  needa.  in 
eatabliahing  the  Military  Airport  Program  under  tha  Aviation 
Safety  and  Capacity  Expanaion  Act  of  1990,  the  Congress  also 
deeiarsd  as  a  matter  of  policy  that  "special  emphasis  should  be 
placM  on  the  conversion  of  appropriate  fomer  military  air  bases 
to  civil  use  and  on  the  identification  and  laprovenent  of 
additional  joint-uso  faciiitioe."  Accordingly,  I  have 
reconsiderod  my  position  in  my  Soptombar  24,  1990,  latter  and  now 
agree  that  the  allocation  of  funds  for  the  developnent  of  fomer 
and  existing  military  air  bssae  outside  the  block  grant  program 
IS  warranted. 

As  you  know,  tho  Military  Airport  Program  rsquiros  the 
designation  of  not  mere  than  eight  currant  or  former  military 
aitporta  for  participation  in  tho  military  airport  sat-asida.  In 
salocting  airports  for  participation  in  tho  grant  sat-aaide 
program,  thm  Sacratary  is  to  cenmidar  only  those  currant  or 
fomer  military  airporta  whoao  conversion  in  whole  or  m  part  to 
civilian  comaercial  or  reiiavar  airports  as  part  of  the  national 
air  transportation  syatam  would  anbanco  airport  and  air  traffic 
control  systaa  cspsclty  in  major  metropolitan  areas  and  reduce 
current  and  projected  flight  delays,  we  are  presently  developing 
iBpleeontlng  critorle  to  aeeiet  ua  in  deeigneting  the  eight 
sLlltary  airporta  required  by  the  statute.  The  first  two 
psrtielpeting  airports  eust  bo  ooloctod  by  May  5,  1991  rthe 
remaining  six  by  Ssptseber  30,  1993).  Chanuta  Air  Force  Base 
will  certainly  be  considered  in  this  procaem. 
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Of  particular  interest  in  your  letter  ii  tne  reference  to 
Chenute'e  potential  as  a  center  for  fire/crash/cescue  training. 
Another  ee^or  change  in  the  authorizing  legislation  for  the  grant 
prograe  is  tha  inclusion,  within  the  definition  of  eligible 
airport  dovelopmont,  of  the  construction  of  fire  fighting 
trainisg  facilities  aO  ot  aft  the  airport.  Such  a  center  could 
be  used  to  provide  fire  fighting  training  to  airport  fire 
fighting  personnel  across  the  country.  Chanuta  could  become  an 
impertaat  national  civil  aviation  asset  in  t.nis  regard. 

With  respect  to  your  specific  request  for  diaeretionery  funds  for 
planning  end  engineering,  :  rsitsrete  whet  Z  fCaced  in  my 
Saptaaber  24,  1990,  letter,  again  recognizing  your  sense  of 
urgency  in  getting  Chanuta  reedy  for  civilian  use.  The 
preoeration  of  an  airoort  layout  plan,  certain  elements  of  a 
(•ester  plan,  and  an  environmental  assasament  are  essential  to 
anaure  the  successful  conveyance  of  all  requested  property  end 
the  ability  to  proceed  with  construction  and  civil  usee  as  soon 
as  poeeibie.  I  urge  you  to  participate,  to  the  greatest  extent 
preetiemble.  as  a  cooperating  agency  in  the  Air  Force 
envirooamntsl  impact  statement  for  base  reuse.  Such  early 
enviromaMtel  study  of  civil  development  shown  on  the  airport 
layout  plan  SMy  obviate  later  environmental  assessments  on 
spwifie  projects.  :  would  also  urge  that  the  State  or  tho 
village  of  Rentoul  secure  a  coemucment  from  a  major  tenant  prior 
to  incurring  coots,  including  engineering  costs,  for  a  major 
runway  extension.  Such  a  coamitmont  would  demonstrate  a  need  for 
the  project  and  provide  justification  for  a  Federal  investment. 


Minois  Department  of  lansportation 

2300  Scub)  Dvtssn  f^woy  /  SpnnpBold.  imnom/B27e4 


March  27.  1991 


It.  Col.  Tom  Bartol 

Director  Environmental  Division 

AFRCE-eMS/DEV 

Norton  AFI.  California  92409-444I 
Dear  Colonel  Bartol: 

The  Department  hai  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  ispact 
Statement  for  the  Dlipotii  and  Rtuta  of  Chanuta  Air  Force  Bate, 
Illlnoli.  Mi  offar  the  following  comenti  for  your  considera* 
tion. 

GMEBAL  CMCITS 

1  0  Tha  proposfd  Airport  Uyout  Plan  (ALP)  has  been  revised 

(copy  enclosed)  with  respect  to  thrn  spKifIc  areas: 

'  1)  The  trlangwlar  shapad  area,  west  of  Heritage  Lake  and 

Landfill  Site  3.  southeast  of  Parlmeter  Road,  and  north 
of  Chandlar  Road,  which  Includes  Fire  Protection 
Training  Area  2  and  Landfill  Site  2  is  now  within  the 
boundary  of  tha  ALP. 

2)  The  area  In  the  northwest  part  of  tha  bast  which  inclwdts 
the  fire  housa  and  civil  engineering  building  Is  no 
loogsr  within  the  boundary  of  the  ALP. 

3)  Jackson  Hall  is  now  within  tha  boundary  of  the  ALP. 

These  changes  should  be  incorporated  into  the  appropriate 
discussion  and  eihibits  of  tha  FEIS.  However,  these  changes 
should  not  effKt  the  environmental  inpact  analyses  provided 
in  the  KIS. 


2  0 
Z6 


Ml  ■En.lronwKttl  Study  for  tht  Convurtloii  of  34s  «cr.i  of 
Anlnltunl  Und  Mlicmt  Uld  DUKtly  Cut  of  Oiinut.  *lr 
Forcd  liM  rw  DmIedMt  Md  tkt  Msocl.tfd  ludvty  Hork'. 
ikrtli  If,  1MI  ku  Mtn  cdvitttd  ty  tkd  OdMrtatnt.  Th. 
ttudy  Idtatirtn,  tytiwtn.  wd  lucludi.  cdordluitlon  for 
till  land  UM  cawwildii  ultt  mwet  ta  ddtllcuii  iniuoti 
,t<tt  MvIrdnMMI  Im.  Tkt  lafondtlM  krvildtd  In  tni> 
•tu4  ikwid  kt  loeo.kkrilkd  !•  tka  riis. 
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Lt-  Cot .  Toa  lortot 
Nirch  27.  INI 
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Lt.  Col •  Toa  lortot 
March  27.  1991 
Pa«o  3 
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6.7 


0  Tht  roadway  analysts  in  tha  OCIS  concludts  that  Chandltr  Road 
and  Maplfwood  Orlvt  would  havt  only  aargfnalty  acctptabit 
ptah-hour  traffic  conditions  by  1999  If  tht  propostd  action 
wart  laplaaantad.  fha  Oapartaant  1$  ravlawing  tha  traffic 
Information  provided  In  tha  OCIS.  Our  prallalnary  analysis 
Indicates  that  intersection  capacity  as  wall  as  tha  roadway 
capacity  should  be  studied  to  datarmlna  anticipated  li^acts. 


9  0  Page  3-6.  3.2.3. I  Land  Use.  Aviation  Support  and  Education/ 

Training.  Tha  discussion  states  that  aviation  support  areas 
5  0  occupy  a  large  portion  of  land  at  Chanute  AFB.  The  small 
amount  of  land  Identified  for  aviation  support  on  Figure 
3.2-3  appears  to  be  inconsistent  with  this  statement. 

10  I  0  Page  3-23,  3. 2. 4. 2  A1rspace/A1r  Traffic,  paragraph  2.  line 
6.3  I  'visual*  should  be  changed  to  'very  high.* 


4 


6.2 


Also,  the  ratios  of  4.7  trips  per  employee  for  the  Progoted 
Action  agrees  with  the  current  trip  productions,  but  11.4 
trips  per  employee  for  the  Minor  Maintenance  facility 
alternative  seem  high.  An  eiplanatlon  of  these  different 
production  rates  should  be  Included  in  the  FEIS. 


5 

1.5 


0  The  baseline  used  for  the  assessment  of  Impacts  was 

Identified  as  *1993  closure'  in  the  D€1S.  There  appears  to 
be  an  Inconsistency  between  the  baseline  Information 
presented  In  the  OCIS  and  the  Socioeconomic  Impact  Analysis 
Study.  For  eiample.  Table  S-l  of  the  06ZS  Identifies  the 
Proposed  Action  as  having  a  population  Increase  of  S.790  In 
Rantoul  using  *1993  closure*  baseline.  However,  Table  4.1-3 
of  the  Socioeconomic  Study  Indicates  a  population  increase 
of  ISBO  In  Rantoul  from  1993  levels. 


6  I  In  addition  and  In  relation  to  the  baseline,  there  appears 
1^1  to  be  an  inconsistency  In  the  comparison  of  Impacts  for  the 
I  alternatives  in  the  DEIS.  For  eiaaple.  Table  S-l  of  the 
OEIS  Identifies  the  No  Action  Alternative  using  *actual  1993 
closure  levels*  to  have  no  impact.  Therefore,  the  No  Action 
lepacts  at  'actual  1993  closure*  appear  to  be  compared  to 
the  Proposed  Action  I^MCts  at  pre-closure.  This 
Inconsistency  should  be  revisited. 


SPECIFIC  CaPtfNTS 

o  Pages  1-6  through  l-ll.  Table  I.S-1.  This  table  should 
Identify  the  Illinois  state  regulations,  etc.,  provided  in 
the  Department  Environmental  Study. 

9  0  Page  >>3.  Last  Paragraph.  The  Village  of  Rantoul's  economy 

Is  characterlied  as  more  dependent  on  Industrial  (9,01$) 

)  Jobs  than  governmental  (1,650)  Jobs  which  is  not  the  case. 

A  more  appropriate  charaeterixatlon  would  eiclude  some  firms 
lilted  and  the  associated  Mflber  of  jobs.  i.e..  Carle 
Hospital /Clinic.  Kraft  Inc.,  J.M.  Jones  and  Colwell  Systems, 
which  are  net  in  Rantoul. 


12  0 

10.4 


13  0 

13.3 


14  I 

13.3  I 


13.4  I 

IS 

13.5 

17 

5.7 
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Page  3-46,  paragraph  2.  The  discussion  of  the  NOU  seems  out 
of  contest.  Perhaps  some  elaboration  on  the  purpose  of  the 
NOU  would  be  helpful . 

Page  3-62,  3. 4. 2. 3  Groundwater.  This  discussion  should 
state  that  then  is  no  aquifer  designated  by  the  CPA  as  a 
sole  or  principal  drinking  water  resource  for  the  area 
pursuant  to  section  1424(e)  of  the  Safe  Drinking  Hater  Act. 
as  amended. 

Page  3-73.  3.4.5  Biological  Resources.  Suggest  "American 
slough  grass  (Beckmannia  syzigachne)*  be  deleted  from  the 
discussion.  Currently.  It  Is  one  of  the  rarest  grasses  In 
Illinois  and  Is  known  only  from  the  Chicago  region  (Cook  and 
Lake  Counties).  There  are  no  records  of  this  species  from 
this  region  of  the  state.  This  species  has  never  been  a 
dominant  grass  In  tht  Illinois  tall  grass  prairie. 

Page  3-73,  3.4.5. I  Vegetation,  last  line.  "Customa*  does 
not  occur  In  Illinois. 

Page  3-7B,  3. 4. 5. 3  Threatened  and  Endangered  Species. 
Coordination  with  the  ID(X  should  be  noted. 

Page  3-BI,  Figure  3.4.3.  In  order  to  provide  clarification. 
It  would  be  9^  to  identify  the  location  of  the  various 
watland  types  discussed  on  page  3-BO. 

Page  4-S.  4. 2. 2.1.  Proposed  Action.  Land  Use-  Suggest  the 
following  Information  be  used  rather  than  the  fourth  dot 
point:  *The  Proposed  Action  would  require  avigatlom 

easements 

totaling  approilMtely  20  acres  at  the  north  end  and  7  acres 
at  the  south  end  of  Rununy  lB/36.  These  areas  include  ttM 
Runuoy  Protection  Zomo  (RP2)  and  my  restrict  future  land 
uses  and  activities,  far  Part  77  Ragulatloms  control  the 
heights  and  Imatloms  of  structures  and  rKomnnd  types  of 
activities  that  can  Kcur  In  the  zone  to  mlnimizi  safety 
hazards.  These  areas  would  not  gonerate  a  mjor  Impact* 
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Lt.  Col .  Tom  Bartdl 
March  27,  1991 
Page  4 


Lt.  Col .  Tom  Bartol 
March  27.  1991 
Pago  S 


w.u  • 

19  o 

6.4 

20  I  0 

6.5 

21 1  0 

6.6 


23  0 

3.2 


24  I  , 


12.1 


25  I  0 


1Z2 

26  I  a 

13.6  I 


Also,  the  seventh  dot  point  should  mention  the  widening  of 
US  136. 

Page  4-13,  4.2.3  Transportation.  Although  not  evaluated  In 
the  OEIS.  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Maintenance 
Facility  altarnative  would  likely  result  In  an  Increast  In 
use  of  local  rail  and  passtnger  air  travel  service.  Also, 
the  No  Action  alternative  would  likely  result  in  a  reduction 
of  passenger  air  travel  at  Hillard  Airport,  which  could  lead 
to  a  loss  of  Jet  sarvice  availability. 

Page  4-15.  paragraph  3.  Tht  OEIS  predicts  10,000  AAOT  on 
Township  Road  iSOO  East  for  the  year  2014.  The  Socioeconomic 
Report  predicts  7,000  AAOT  on  the  time  road.  This 
Inconsistency  should  be  revised. 

Page  4-29.  Air  Transportation.  The  teit  states  that  the 
Hillard  Airport  passangers-per-capita  In  1988  (without 
Chanute's  contribution)  was  0.913.  The  source  of  this 
Information  should  ba  refarenced.  Also,  this  information 
raises  the  question  of  whether  Millard  Airport  has  enou^ 
capacity  to  cipand. 

Page  4-64,  first  paragraph.  The  reference  to  FAA  standerdt 
for  construction  should  specifically  Identify  FAA  Circular 
S370.10. 

Page  4-66.  4. 4. 3.1  Proposed  Action,  Construction,  paragraph 
2.  It  would  be  more  accurate  to  state  that  there  may  be 
construction  of  a  new  baffled  firing  range,  and  the 
construction  my  be  within  the  neit  ten  years. 

Page  4-60.  Hearing  Loss.  The  specific  EPA  guidelines 
should  be  referenced. 

Page  4-69,  Mitigation  Measures.  Suggest  the  following 
Informtion  be  used  rather  than  the  teit  provided:  "Ho 
conflicts  with  the  FAA  land  use  compatibility  guidelines 
contained  within  FAR  Part  ISO  have  been  Identified  for  the 
Proposed  Action.  The  airport  proponent  could  voluntarily 
pursua  a  future  FAR  Part  150  Study  for  analyzing  operational 
and  facility  dDdlflcatloni  to  redmee  aviation  noise  levels 
belem  DM.  IS  dt.* 

Page  4-97,  vegetatlem.  It  uomid  teem  approgrlate  to 
gubntlfy  by  typt  and  acraagt  tht  lots  of  vofttatlen. 


27  0  Page  4-97.  Vegetation,  paragraph  2.  Sased  on  Information 

obtained  from  the  Illinois  Natural  History  Survey,  prairie 
13.3  remnants  art  not  present  In  the  propostd  project  area  and  a 
field  survey  is  not  necessary. 


28  0  Page  4-102.  4.4.6  Cultural  Resources,  paragraph  3. 

"Mitigation*  as  used  in  the  106  Process  does  not  alter  the 
.  -  evaluation  of  effect.  Effect  Is  either  adverse  or  It  is 

14-.0  not.  If  not.  mitigation  Is  not  required.  If  potentially 

adverse,  avoidance  or  mitigation  comes  Into  play. 


29 

1.6 

30 

1.4 


Overall,  wa  are  concerned  that  the  baseline  used  for  the  Impact 
aisessmnt  in  the  DEIS  be  diar  to  the  reviewer  and  that 
consistency  of  baseline  between  the  OEIS  and  the  Socioeconomic 
l^ct  Anelystt  Study  be  established.  Alio.  It  would  seem 
appropriate  to  Incorporate  more  site  specific  Information 
obtained  from  the  Village  of  Rantoul  In  tha  analysis  of  the 
■miction  Alternative  beyond  the  1993  closure  levels. 


Think  you  for  the  opportunity  to  review  the  OEIS  for  tht 
Disposal  and  Reuse  of  Oianute  Air  Force  Base. 


Sincerely, 


Oan  Dees.  Deputy  Director 
Planning  and  Programing 


13401 
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State  Of  IluiNO'S 

Ol-'KH  K  OKTIIK  (iOVKkNOK 

S^AiNGFieuD  62706 


April  6,  1991 


It.  Colontl  ThOMi  Sartol 
Director,  tnvtron— nf I  DWltioo 
OoparCBOnt  of  th«  Air  Fere* 
Norton  Air  Forco  Boo*.  CA  92<>02 


Lt.  ColoMl  ThoMO  Bartol 
April  6,  1991 

PBfO  2 


Oonr  Colonel  Bnrcol; 


1  epprociato  the  opportuoitF  to  eoMont  at  thia  public  baarioc  raviawinf  tba 
Draft  taviroMtotal  lapaet  Statwant  raqulrad  la  tba  eloaura  of  tba  Chamutm 
Air  Force  Baaa.  Tba  auccaaaful  convaraion  of  thia  prcainant  ailitarF  facilitp 
to  civiliaa  uaa.  avoidinf  advaraa  affacta  to  tha  local  aevireoBant,  la 
cartaialp  a  priority  of  mf  atoiniatratlon.  Tba  aconcaic  aurrivabilitp  of 
Bantoui.  lUiooia.  dapaada  upon  tba  coatlauad  aupport  aad  cooparatioa  of  tba 
Dapartaaat  of  Dafaoaa. 

I  would  Ilka  to  point  out  aoaa  iaauaa  that  I  faal  auat  ba  addraaaad  by  tba  Air 
Porca  prior  to  a  daclaion  for  baaa  eloaura: 


8 


Dapartaanta  of  Dafaoaa  aad  Air  Force  cooparatioa  in  raviaw  aad  accept aaea 
of  ra-uaa  or  Joint  uaa  prepeaala  ia  vital.  CoaBitaanta  for  future 
Military  uaa  of  tba  propeaad  Rational  Aviation  Cantor  aad  Ita  propraM 
will  praatly  aohoaca  tba  project. 

Tecbnleal  trainlap  equlpBoat  ia  a  aojor  coapoaaat  of  tba  davalopaant  of 
auceoaaful  aviation  traiainp  progcoM.  1  urge  tba  U.S.  Air  Force  to  work 
with  tba  appropriate  local  ra~uaa  authoritlea  la  aa  effort  to  idaatify 
equlpaant  that  could  be  uaad  ia  future  trainiog  prograM  at  tha  propoaad 
Natioaai  Aviation  Canter.  Direct  purchaoa  of  agulpMOt  auch  aa 
firefighting  apparataa  aad  apaclaliead  vablclea  ia  coatly  aad  could 
prohibit  propoaad  boon  ro-uao  efferto. 


Tba  atata  of  lllinoia  will  continue  to  aaaiat  the  village  of  Rantoul  and  the 
people  of  eaat  central  lllinoia  in  their  efforta  to  develop  a  National 
Aviation  Center.  Suceaaa  can  only  be  achieved  with  the  continued  cooperation 
aad  aupport  of  the  Oepartaont  of  Defenae. 
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Trenafar  of  ownorablp  of  facflltlea  at  no  coat  public  benefit  trenafer.  or 
■iniMl  coat  to  tba  iataraatad  party,  conaiateot  with  the  baaa 
re-^evelopMot  effort  ia  atrongly  urged. 


CXXUMENT  S 


DOCUMENT  5 
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trxiTKO  STATES  C?4V||0NMCNTAL  PIOTECTION  AGENCY 
■ICION  9 

IM  SOl'TM  OCAlgOtN  ST. 

CHICAGO.  ILUfNOIS«M«4 

(in*  4r*t\tiwsu» 


APR  19  1991 

Lt.  OdXvibI  ItaM  J.  tetol 


'Own  will  bn  «hdrcraBitnl  i^nctn  iwcrlatnl  with  ooratruAlcsi  at  tha  bana 
for  all  of  tha  Altacmtlvnn  maa^  tor  Altamativn  fcaar.  althou^i  Altaomativn 
CM  will  raault  In  tha  ^antaat  naMr  of  aih^ana  affbeta.  iha  CKIS 
UtaRtlfiaa  aduaraa  ■aliiiMilal  livacta  to  ocrnttuctlcn  tdiidi  inelute, 
aurfaoa  «il  naat  aurfaia  ymnStar  floa  in  tha  airtlald  ana,  non-point 
BtcaMata:  dlactaiva  tta^adlng  aurfaoa  wd  ^wihatar  in  ttia  aaqditaa  oft- 
bana  aiaa,  air  ^jallty  ilajiwlat  ifw  dda  to  tfia  Miaaion  of  particulataa,  xw^ 
off  adding  aadianta  mi  poUutanta  into  tha  tributary  to  URar  Salt  Fork 
Ciaak  onVor  adjaowt  aariMita  and  larga  Mctwta  of  acoaion  dua  to  ftagflla 
aoila.  iha  QBS  alao  idvitifiaa  adanjata  aitigaticn  anaouraa  to  tha 

advaraa  iRacta. 


htta-mm/imf 

ikxtm  Air  taoa  Ma,  cailfcmU  9340»-«44a 

IC:  Craft  nmlirinTal  figpact  StaCaHnt  for  Dtapoaal  wd  Sauna  of  OtanAa 
Air  Fbroa  Bana,  llllnoln 

Oaar  U.  oaloml  Bartol: 

in  mrrwflmM.m  vlth  our  ra^oMlbllltiaa  undv  tha  Mtioral  BarlrVMntal 
toliey  tet  md  Saetion  309  of  tha  Oaan  Air  Act,  an  hawa  irriaiwd  tha  craft 
fciwiiii—iial  SRaot  StatMnt  (ODB)  oenaacnlng  tha  tAapnml  and  Pmma  of 
OMFijea  Air  taoa  BMa  looatad  In  Mntoul,  lllinoia. 
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10.1 


No  watland  fill  will  ba  raqairad  for  projact  oarabuctiai,  heawar,  thnra  aay 
ba  adwma  li^acta  to  watv  quality,  lha  CBS  atataa  that  tha  tributary  to 
tha  tigpar  salt  Ptrlc  Cfcainaqa  Qibdt  dnd  adjaoune  aatlanda  aia  to  ba  f**^**o 
frs  runoff  fharlng  ocMtiucticn  by  tho  plaoMant  of  ta^oraxy  bana.  Ma 
auggaat  that  a  buffar  atrip  of  natlua  vaqacatlen  at  laaaR  100  taat  vida  ba 
panarantly  aaintainad  in  araaa  iSiaca  uatliRbi,  tributarlan,  atxaHB  and 
otMr  body  of  aatar  ara  aiJFjaet  to  atofatar  nmff.  Ihara  tfxuld  an 
oaadHnt  planad  in  tho  daod  lAilih  prcarldM  for  a  pacaarant  buffar  fona  to  ba 
mlJkainad.  Ihla  would  araura  that  aihmraa  i^pacta  to  watar  quality  aontiiia 
to  ba  ainiaiiad  aftar  taujact  ocaplation. 


Mb’  altwrMlvaa  wara  llaiiMaart  in  tho  CCS:  1)  tha  Propoaad  Actioi  includlrq 
a  Mjor  aircraft  aaintananoa  fboiUty  oniating  of  laiwul  fiir  of  Charuea 
APB  for  avlatlan-ralatad  aetivltiao,  aduaition  and  training,  li^  indwtrlal 
antaepriaa,  tiaalth  enra,  rooaatlanal  and  taaidBkial  uaa  and  aqr  ineluda 
|auia.Mla  ftr  tianafar  of  pogtiena  of  tha  baaa  to  fodKol  agaieiaa, 

2)  tho  miaiialnnr  of  tha  baaa  to  pnwida  alner  aixccaft  Mintmnoa 
epaaatiaw,  3)  tha  rodanalo^Bit  of  tba  baaa  vith  m^viation  land  «aa  auch 
aa  inbatrlal,  aibBBtiaial/brdning,  raaaatlaml,  and 

caoldBitlal  mm,  4)  tha  nD>actifin  altanaitlw,  ihiih  antaila  tha  baM 
nnaining  wMr  Pbdml  oentzel  and  balng  planad  in  earatabar  atatua. 
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lha  eloaura  and  rauaa  of  Chmta  APB  oould  hava  ai^iif  leant  tiRacta  oonaacning 
Q»  oRataility  of  Mnteul'a  Hwtaaafr  ITaatMnt  Plant  (BWIV)  to  opaaata, 
to  a  radMBtiO)  in  flea  at  Rgradaataly  fifty  p»uBit  (wdar  Altacnatlva  (b») . 
lha  Ihntoul  RNV  will  hawa  to  bo  aodifiad  in  oednr  to  irowido  adatpiata 
rraat— It  ,  rtnuld  tharo  bo  an  Incxaaaa  in  dMnd.  AamawBaa  wat  ba  pgurldM 
that  watv  <piallty  wlU  ba  aat  to  protaet  tho  czltarla  aatabliAad  for  all 
iRTtad  watara,  including  tha  Ban*Mda  ditch,  ttm  imand  tributary  of  Ulpv 
Salt  Ptak  Crain^,  tM  ugpw  salt  ftek  Ocaak,  and  tta  UMsUioi  Mvar. 
iknlt  liaita  ahould  bo  maluatad  m  pcojactad  floao  vith  tha  naw  aatabllAad 
alloatlcM  balng  dona  to  aatabliA  tha  total  ■bcIbb  daily  loadi. 


of  ujiMkn  ra^xdlng,  1)  tho 
with  oBwaucticn  oonavnlng  tha  rauaa  of 
'  Kith  tha  xauBO 
tba  RcpeaRI  plaij  of  Onnita 


3  NO  ara  alao  oonoMnad  «ltt  tba  t 

inbjBtrlal  md  c^Hretal  fhctlltlaa,  aa  wall  i 
fA  9  induatrlal  pMddng  fbcdlitlaa.  flier  to  i ' 

water  qjali^  otwArii  naad  to  bo  aealuBtad  i 
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7.8 


ITw  CEXS  diacuMM  the  poeeibUity  of  runuey  expaneiort  lAiere  the  tributary  to 
the  Salt  Pork  ne^i  flowe  aaetyanl  thxou^  the  eouthem  portior  of  the  235- 
aam  peml.  An  mveeti^atiai  Mjet  be  eede  as  to  bow  the  tributary  trill  be 
rechamallad  (throu^  sewer  pipe,  culvert,  etc.,  and  ifl|»ctad.  ihsre  tfmld 
be  a  Bitiqiti.an  plan  for  the  loee  of  habitat  ^je  to  the  nnety  extension.  An 
uTveetlgetion  miet  be  eede  oonoerrunq  whether  the  runoff  frcB  the  r\n«y  will 
be  dibciiBZTjad  into  the  tributary  and  ^lat  the  upacte  of  this  will  be.  If 
drainage  is  altered,  an  utveeti^tiai  should  be  eede  omoemirq  the  Ijvects  ^ 
the  flow  change  and  how  the  aquatic  syetm  will  be  eiffecbd. 

The  COS  fUsaacee  the  poesibility  of  dMolition  and  cwc^ticn  of  building 
with  isTieTre  1 1 1  ir  1 1 1 1 1 1  ij  eaterials.  Ihsre  should  be  an  imeetigstlan  of  the 
possibility  of  eMpanding  existing  facilitiae  to  seat  the  needs  of  incraeesd 
usage,  without  disturbing  asbestoe  and  creating  anvirmsntal 
di^neal/WMSdiation.  If  buildings  oontaining  asbestoe  mmt  be  dnoliAad,  a 
lartfill  pezhitted  to  taka  special  wastaa  #iould  be  identified  prior  to 
daolitian. 

Ihs  cexs  dlsruaase  the  pcealbility  for  tha  incaeaead  uea  of  hattaicidae  and 
pasticidas.  Maaeurea  ^mld  be  takan  to  «iaute  that  water  quality  is  not 
aihrereely  iipacted  as  a  teaulC  of  incxeaaad  usage.  As  —iri  net  aboue.  tha 
uea  of  filter  stripe  can  also  ceckjoe  the  lapacte  cn  water  quality,  lha  CBS 
alao  diecuaeae  tha  loea  of  treae  and  vegatatioi  dLirlng  ccnCructicn.  Ihe 
landaoiping  plane  dlscueead  in  the  CEXS  ocnceming  reuse  should  Includs  ths 
r^anting  of  any  txese  lost  to  ocnetzuctLsi.  Ihe  owitral  plant  Mntioiad  In 
the  CBS  is  Qoel-fired.  we  suggest  thet  this  plant  be  aam4rted  to  another 
fuel  such  as  oil  cr  natural  gee  to  i^rove  air  quality.  Should  new  facilitiae 
be  ooretructad,  an  iiwaeticption  should  be  aado  as  to  poaaibla  enacgy 
ccnMTvatim  eaaaures.  Naw  stzucturaa  rtnuLd  be  inaulatad  with 
si^ierineulation  and  the  use  of  "Gteanlii#ite*(«Mcqy  afficisnt  lightiiq)  should 
be  iiplManfel. 

The  CBS  diarueeaa  tha  mwal  of  all  Undargrcuii  Storage  Iknis  (USIb)  not 
uvlsBHitad  in  tha  rauaa  plana  along  with  tha  teweval  of  all  PC3h«arttrninated 
equipBent.  Ihe  Harazdoua  fibste  Storega  Facility  will  ba  undargoing  a  ROiA 
closure  for  the  HessutlauB  ibste  Storega  areas  ir.  the  near  future,  iha  CBS 
satisfactorily  idsntify  and  characterize  the  envircraental  oaitAinatioi  at 
tha  baaa  and  adwckilad  for  n— list  hri  isidar  tha  hazardoua  waste  closure 
activity. 

ihe  SIS  ilanieaaa  the  paaaibillty  of  noiea  c^erfliqit  affecting  tha  alaap  of 
seas  residents  Airing  the  awier  eoithe.  The  eiti^tion  eeaeuiee  pnesBited  in 
the  CBS  should  be  i^i^ented  to  ceAa  the  effects  of  airport  noise. 


11 1  ijqiBCts  at  these  sites.  Also,  it  is  otr  isidKetandlng  thet  all  IKP  sites  will 
^  g  I  be  r—rli  uteri  before  final  tjawefer  of  the  pitpetty  is  ocsgtleted. 

The  CBS  discusses  ap«>  ipaae  tineas  for  raoeaticn  thich  would  benafit 
12  tha  wildlifa  o)  baaa.  wa  auggset  that  tha  buffare  plamad  between  facilities 
be  collected  in  suAi  a  way  that  wUdlifa  has  a  ocnwctad  oerridor  throughout 
13  8  base,  leading  to  open  epeoa  areas.  Cowidaraticn  Bxaild  be  qiwi  to 

davelopifg  habitat  that  alloua  for  tha  greataet  variety  of  ipeciaa  (plants  and 
arusala) .  Biodivaxeity  will  benefit  tha  anvizonHnt  throuqh  balancing  an's 
activitiae  with  tha  amrlronHnt. 


Wa  appreciate  ths  cpportodty  to  review  the  CBS  for  the  closure  and  zeiae  of 
(hanuta  Airforce  Base.  Based  at  our  review,  we  have  rated  this  project  *K- 
2*.  This  rating  indicates  that  w  have  anvil u— it  iii  oonoerm  (BC)  relative 
to  this  project.  The  "2"  indicates  that  there  is  a  need  for  additlcnal 
Infcsaaticn.  Our  oenoams  will  ba  elislnatad  after  additional  inforaatioi  Is 
prwidad.  Wa  look  fccvard  to  zavisvlng  tha  raeults  of  bc^  tha  radon  and 
a^aetoa  auzveya  along  with  any  other  nporte  lalating  to  Bivlrcnaantal 
iapects  Mntioiad  in  the  IBS.  The  aiti^tion  ■eeeirea  diecuesed  in  the  CBS 
ocnoaming  advarae  ijgjacte  aaeociatad  with  airport  noise,  air,  soil,  and  water 
quality  should  ba  i^il— ^iTeT  9iauld  you  have  any  igaeftiTe  regarding  theea 
cxnwita,  plaaaa  ocntact  carol  Aleacander  at  (3L2)  B86-4244. 


Sinoaialy  youra, 
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Tha  CBS  amticne  that  tlHce  era  asvenl  hasardous  weeta  sitae  located  near 
wetlanda  Wiich  aay  asrantly  or  in  tha  futioe  tha  quality  of  thaaa 

hebitata.  Cbordinaticn  with  should  ccntinua  ogaMcning  potential  wetlanda 
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State  of  Illinois 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

DivMofl  of  Neterel  Bseoercsi 

Suie  f  P  0  flot  Sp«np,eid.  It  Jl’ 


C(>l<ifl«l  Banitl 
Page  2 
-April  I.  IWl 


%o<l  Canarvwion 


IDOA  COMMENTS:  Federal,  siaic.  and  ItKal  regulatioru  pertaining  to  ihc  uiil  rcsiiurcea 
were  omitted  from  the  Table  Thc>-  are  os  lollow*. 


April  1.  IVUl 


5.4 


Kcsoerc* 


S^>l^  Rcw'urccs 


Lt.  Colonel  Tom  Baricil 

Direvlor  of  Programs  and  Environmental  Dtvuion 

AFRCE  BMSDEP 

Norton  AFB.  California  V24<N-6448 

Re  Drall  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Disposal  and  Reuse  o|  Chanuie  Air  Force  Base 
Ranioul.  Illinoe 

Dear  Colonel  Banol 


The  Illinois  Department  of  AgrKuliun  has  reviewed  the  Draft  Environoenial  Impact  Sutetneni 
(OF-ISl  prepared  for  the  dLspoaal  and  reuse  of  Chanuie  Air  Force  Base.  We  are  providing  (be 
following  commenu  on  that  documeni 
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9.1 


Natarel  EsvlroeBcat.  secoad  pantreph.  page  ^7 

The  statement  is  made  that  minor  or  no  impacu  on  vanois  resourcca.  including  soils,  are 
expected  with  the  Proposed  Action  alternative. 

IDOA  COMMENT  There  will  he  at  least  976  acres  of  pnme  farmland  which  will  potentially 
he  converted  to  non  agricuiiural  uses  sy  the  Propoaed  Action  alternative.  The  ICX3A  feeb 
ihe  convenion  of  976  acres  of  pnmc  .rmiand  conatiiuics  a  ina|or  naiural  rewiurcc  impact  tod 
It  should  be  ideniiricd  accordingly  m  ine  Final  EIS. 


A  Nataral  Eaviro«at«t.  wraad  paragraph,  page  S-B 
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The  statement  a  made  that  minor  or  no  impacts  on  vanous  reaources.  including  soib.  are 
ctpected  wtth  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operauom  alternative. 

IDOA  COMMENT.  Similar  commenu  aa  stated  m  bl  above,  except  as  they  pertain  to  (he 
poirniial  umvcnKin  of  2.TI  acres  of  pnme  farmland 


Projaci  Aciivlty 


Purchase  and  development  of  agncullurai  land  adjacent  to 
Chanuie  AFB  for  project  purposes. 


RagalalloB  Aaibortty 


Farmland  Protection  Policy  Act.  7  t'.S.C.  H42()l  ct  seq .  Farmland 
Preservation  Act.  Ill  Rev  Slat.  Ch.  5.  HI  ^1  ct  scq. 


Agency 


USDA  Soil  Conservation  Service.  EUinois  Department  of 
.Agnculiure. 


4.  Table  Z.6>Z.  Ssmmary  of  laflacadag  Factors  and  EavtnmmcainJ  Impnctt  of  tbc  Propnmd 
Action  and  AJicmntisns  for  RcnK  of  Chunte  AFB,  pnge  2-J2 
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9.1 


The  Table  summartres  the  environmental  impact  to  soib  as  being  a  minor  increase  in  rwooff 
and  crcnion  during  consiniciion. 

IDOA  COMMENT  For  the  Propoaed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance 
OpcratHins  aiicmativcs.  the  IDOA  would  ask  that  the  acreage  of  pnme  farmland  conversm 
also  be  Inicd  as  an  cmnronmcniai  impact  relating  to  the  soib.  It  n  evident  that  the  sod 
resources  will  sustain  the  major  natural  resource  impact  should  either  of  these  r«o  alfematnni 
be  constructed. 


S.  (;tology  and  Solla,  pngas  442,  43 
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IDOA  COMMENTS;  No  irsdication  n  given  regarding  the  quality  of  soib  that  will  be 
impacted  by  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft  Maintenance  Operations 
alternatives.  Since  CTiampaign  County  has  a  completed  and  pubibhed  modem  soil  survey,  it  n 
possible  to  ideniify  ihe  aaeage  and  pnme  itarus  of  all  sod  typei  which  will  undergo  pcnaiNr 
convenun  to  non-agrKulturai  uses  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  the  Minor  Aircraft 
Maintenance  OperalKins  alternatives.  To  aer-rately  asseu  the  impact  the  disposal  and  reuM 
of  (Thanule  AFB  would  have  upon  ihe  sr  ..:  .-viurces.  we  feel  the  following  informatKin  sIkmiU 
be  provided  for  any  alternative  requinng  ih..  >ec  acquisition  of  additional  agiKultural  land. 

I  Acres  of  each  Kill  type  to  be  purchased. 

2.  Status  of  each  Kill  type  (Pnme.  Important.  Other). 


X 


Table  I  J-l.  Rtlevtnl  Fadenl,  Stttt.  and  Lncnl  Stntntet,  Ragnlndnna,  and  GnMittnna. 
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9.2 


The  Table  summanies  relevant  federal,  state,  and  local  statutes,  regulations,  and  guidelines 
which  (he  proponent  and  ooopcraiing  agmcsca  miat  comply  wwb  a  reiamd  to  the  dapoaal  and 
reuse  of  Chanuie  AFB. 


.Alan,  no  mcntKin  a  made  regarding  the  potential  dtsiurbancc  of  subauri'ace  tile  drainage 
system  on  agncullurai  land  locaied  on  biae  and  on  adjnceiu  kuidi  to  be  purchased  for  the 
Proposed  AciKin  and  the  Minor  Aircraft  Mamicnancc  Operauona  alternatives.  Ponding  on 
Helds  upstream  of  any  damigrd  ide  hnea.  wil  incur  deinmemal  eamomK  impaiu  to  affected 
landowners  due  to  reduced  crop  ymtds 
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Coinnci  Banul 
Aprd  i.  IWt 


Pleac  atUrcsi  these  comments  of  the  Illinois  Department  of  Agriculture  in  the  Final 
Envtfonmcnial  Impact  Statement  which  is  prepar^  for  the  dispuul  and  reuse  of  Chanute  Air 
Force  Base. 

SuKcrcty. 

-Vi**-.  ■ 

Janes  R.  Hartwig 

Bufetu  of  Farmland  Protection 

JRHtndg 

cc  Terry  SchaddeL  IDOT 
Champai^  Cowry  SWCD 
Alas  Gubo.  IDOA 


Illinois  Historic 

Preservation  Agency 

IIUI. 


I  Oid  Slate  Capitol  *  Springfield.  Illinois  62^01  •  i2l'>  '82  ag)6 


Chaapnlgn  County 
Rarvtoul 

ChanuC*  APB  DEIS  for  Disposal  and  Rausa  Altarnativas 
April  23,  1991 
Lt  Col  Toa  Bartol 

Dlractor  of  Proqraas  and  Envlronaantal 
AFRCE-BMS/DBP 

Norton  APB,  California  93409-644B 


Daar  Lt  Col  Bartol: 


1 

M.2 


wa  hava  ravlawad  tha  rafarancad  DEIS.  Tha  procaduras  concamtng 
cultural  raaourcaa  appaar  to  ba  adaquata,  provldad  that  thla  offlca 
contlnuaa  to  ba  consultad  concarning  Idantif Icatlon,  avaluation  and 
traataant  of  cultural  raaourcaa  at  Chanuta  prior  to  coaplatlon  of  tha 
PEIS. 


If  you  hava  any  quastiona,  plaasa  call  willlaa  J.  Callahan,  Cultural 
Raaourcaa  Aaalatant,  at  217/78S-4512 . 


sincaraiy,  t  .  - 


Thaodora  W.  Hlld 
Daputy  Stata  Historic 
Praaarvatlon  Offiear 
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United  Sutes  Department  of  the  Interior 

OFTTCE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
omCE  OF  ENYtRONMENTAL  AFFAIRS 
«M  5.  DfARBORN.  SUTT  Utt 

aacjkco.  ILLINOIS  sssa« 


U 


April  22.  1941 


LtCol.  Thoaas  J.  Sartol 
Dirsetor  of  Prosraa»  «nd 
eaviroaaental  Ihvision 
AFRCt'IMi/DeV 

Rertoa  aPB.  Caltfornis  92409>'6A49 


ufTwe  o^*ice 


•I'Ti  HOstea 


ynareLOOnect 
•OOM  aoo  tr*Tf  MOUtC 
niyM 

•a*’*  toao’Ta 


luoc'sa* 

•«*L  w*** 

■M.tS 

COMMtglOX 


Timothy  V.  "Tim"  Johnson 

*nw*YkwT  *e^«LJC*M  uAoen 
•osTH  uin'icT 


Harch  20,  1991 


Lt.  Col.  Tom  Bartol 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409-6446 
Ra:  Disposal  and  Rausa.  Chanute  APB,  IL 


Osar  Colanct  Bartol: 

This  IS  in  rttpoftss  to  tha  raquast  for  tha  Departaant  of  tha  Interior's 
eoaaasts  oo  tha  Draft  Envirotimaatal  Stataaant  for  Disposal  and  Rause  of 
Chaaatt  air  Foret  Bast.  Chaapaiga  County.  IlllMis. 

Tha  draft  stataaant  adaeuattly  addrasaas  all  environaastal  aattara  of  conecm 
ta  thla  Dapartaent. 

maaR  yaa  for  tha  opportunity  to  provida  thasa  cowants. 

Sinceraly. 

^ 

ShaiU  mwr  Naff  '' 

latlswl  Esvirawantal  Offtcar 


I,  Rapresentatlva  Timothy  V.  Johnson,  State  Reprasantative 
I04th  laqlslatlva  district  in  Illinois  wish  to  state  my 
full  support  for  the  Proposed  Action,  which  is  the  disposal 
and  reusa  of  Chanuta  APB  as  a  major  aircraft  maintenance 
facility.  As  tha  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
tha  Socioeconomic  Analyeii  indicate,  the  interests  of  the 
citizens  of  tha  I04th  district,  aspecially  tha  Vlllaqa  of 
Rantoul,  will  bast  ba  served  through  inplemantation  of  tha 
Proposed  Action.  On  behalf  of  tha  citizans  of  district  104 
I  urge  you  to  approve  and  authorize  tha  Proposed  Action 
of  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanuta  APB  as  a  major  aircraft 
uintananca  facility.  Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this 
matter. 


K-51 
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Rantoul  Area  Chamber  Of  Commerce 

Horn*  of  Ch«aot«  Atr  Porc«  But 


M7N  GAftNAdO  STRCfT  RANTOUL  ILLINOIS  6181 


CRANUTB  AIR  FORCE  BASE 
DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


MARCS  27,  1991 


Rotert  G.  Ridd 
SK«cutiv«  Vic«  Pr«aid«nt 


A*  th*  diractor  of  tha  Rantoul  Araa  Chaabar  of  CoaaMrca.  I  hava 
tha  raaponaibility  to  aaaura  you  tha  apacific  concarna  axpraaaad  hara 
thia  avaning  ara  of  vital  ijaportanca  to  tha  buainaaa  conaunity.  Tha 
Chambar  of  Coenarca  atanda  in  full  aupport  of  tha  ULI  and  BOAW 
atudiaa,  aa  wall  aa  tha  concarna  and  propoaala  of  tha  adainxatration 
and  rapraaantativaa  of  tha  Villaqa  of  Rantoul. 

I  will  not  dalva  into  apacifica  battar  addraaaad  by  othara  but 
tha  'chaabar'  doaa  hava  a  problaa  with  attaapta  to  aaparata  anviron> 
Btantal  and  aocio>aconoaic  ipipacta,  an  artificial  if  not  iaqx>aaibla 
diviaion • 

Tha  buainaaa  comunity  ia  vitally  concarnad  with  tha  proapt, 
afficiant  and  coordinatad  ra>davalopaant  and  ra>uaa  of  tha  baaa 
proparty  and  facilitiaa  upon  cloaura,  bacauaa,  only  in  thia  way  can 
aarioua  aconoaic  loaa  ba  raducad  or  avartad.  Paramount  in  iaportanca 
in  thia  ra-davalopaant  ia  aarkatability. 

Harkatabi lity,  an  adaittadly  aocio-aconoaic  factor,  cannot  ba 
aaparatad  froa  anvironaantal  concarnal  What  proapactiva  purchaaar, 
with  today' a  anvironaantal  lawa  and  concarna,  will  ba  aarioualy  intar-* 
aatad  in  proparty  that  ia  laaa  than  totally  aafa  and  claan?  And  if 
auch  a  proapact  ia  found,  what  happana  to  tha  aarkat  valua  of  a  prop¬ 
arty  laaa  than  'claan*,  aapacially  if  raaodalinq  ia  raquirad?  will 
tha  qovarnaant’a  'coat  raduction  proqraaa'  adaquataly  and  fairly  taka 
into  account  auch  itasa  aa  aabaatoa  raaoval,  utility  linaa,  aatarinq, 
atc7 

ISoM  of  tha  aaaa  concarna  ara  found  in  tha  coMunity'a  parcaption 
of  'caratakar  atatua*  and  how  it  will  affact  tha  appaaranca  and 
aarkatability  of  propartiaa. 

Anothar  itaa  craatinq  confuaion  ia  in  tha  inconaiatant  uaa  of 
'datalinaa*  froai  1977  to  1994  aa  wall  aa  tha  lonq-ranqa  projactiona 
for  2024.  Tha  buainaaa  coamnity  of  today  ia  priaarily  concarnad 
with  thair  iMadiata  futura;  today,  toaorrow,  avan  5  to  10  yaara 
'down  tha  road*  and  how  thay  ara  qoinq  to  ba  abla  to  plan  and  proapar 
during  thia  tiaa  fraaa. 

Gantlaaan,  your  aaaiqnaant  ia  an  aner«oua  ona  and  wa  appraciata 
your  afforta,  but  tha  job  tha  coMunity  tacaa  in  aurvival  and 
ra-davalopsant  ia  alao  a  formidabla  taak.  Wa,  aa  a  conaunity,  look 
to  you  for  anawara  and  for  your  balpj  if  wa  appaar  to  ba  confronta¬ 
tional  and  taka  an  adaaraarial  poaition,  plaaaa  try  to  undaratand  wa 
ara  fiqhtinq  for  our  livaa,  our  vary  asiatanea. 
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RANTOUL 

AN  ILLINOIS 


TH  1  AWfK  POfHi\U  HiSfOtl  II  I  l\OIS  Phon*  ■  217' IMI  fe.  OI7' W  **41 


U.  CoL  Thomaa  J.  Banol 

Obnoor  of  ftopam  and  Eaviraamenial  Oivioan 

AnCE-BMS/DEV 

Nonon  Air  Force  Baae.  Califaraia  92409-644S 

IT  Drift  Eirvaonngnal  (nsact  Saiemem 

DiipoMl  and  Reuie  of  Chamne  Atr  Force  Baae.  Diitw 
and 

Oianu*  Alt  Fcaoe  Baae  Socioeoonomic  tmpaci  Analysis  Soidy 


Aa  anfinea  for  the  VUlape  of  RamouL  nUnoia.  I  am  suhmiitinf  herewith  (Ik  foUowifli  comwia. 
ipratcna  and  dmimwioeion  relMHl  o  the  itfewwced  reports; 

1  Summary  of  Oral  Ramafka  preatnced  ai  PuMic  Hearinf. 

2  VIBat*  of  Rnntmd  Podtioa  StatawMM  on  Inmatmctwra  Tranafbr  A 
Raapanalbiffty. 

3.  (^tasoona  and  Commemi  coRcenung  Drift  EnviraaiMfittl  Impact  SCateraant. 

4.  Qucadow  and  Commems  cooceming  Sodoacoaomk  Impact  Analysia. 

3  Eiigiaaenng  evilaadoa  entitled  Analyria  of  Impada  on  WaMcwaiar  Syii«m 
dna  la  Clonrt  af  Chaaaia  AFV.  IlUaela. 

I  nqaeai  a  respoaae  to  diaae  questions  and  comments  as  soon  as  pouiUc. 


rUlUC  HkAMNG 

DRAFT  BNWONMIKrAL  IMPACT  STATVMIKT 
March  27,  1991 

SUMMARY  OP  ORAL  COMMERTTS 
Mkhad  R,  Little,  P.E. 

Viltogc  Bngiaacr 

My  name  is  Mkhml  R.  Uak  and  I  am  hoc  tonight  reprcaenting  the  Villafc  of  Rantoul  u  Villas 
Engineer  aid  uOiainBaD  of  the  PuMic  Waits  Coiraniaee.  1  am  submitting  wnnen  copies  of 
questiom  aid  relaong  ■>  the  Drift  Reuse  EIS  and  the  Socioecononac  Impact  Analysis 

Study,  which  me  fv  mo  eiiBiBva  to  read  as  this  time.  Howavo-.  I  would  like  to  summarize  the 
major  »eai  of  ooncem  m  the  ViUape. 


htodifkaDOBi  to  vmioua  ooogianenB  of  the  Regicmal  Wastewater  Treatment  Plant  and 
on'baae  ooUecaaoB  sysiMW  nyR  be  made  under  lU 'alcfnativet*.  These 
modifkaiioae  me  '«M-'i«»f  in  t  study  entiikd  ANALYSIS  OF  IMPACTS  ON 
WASnWATER  SYSTEM  DUE  TO  CLOSURE  OF  CHANUTE  AFB.  a 
copy  of  which  is  asachad  for  idocnce.  Required  modiAcations  «>  the  WWTP  and 
the  nianwir  r****"**^  sysaem  shoud  be  u  dttaikd  in  section  4.2.4.4  of  the  EIS. 
Secaoa  4.14.4  u  Ac  only  location  in  the  repon  that  accurately  depicu  the  proper 


In  "Appeadii  G  •  Air  Farat  Palky  •  Maanttmtal  af  Aabealoa  at 

Clodaf  iMaa*.  Pottey  96  stmea  that  'friabk  asbeeaM.  or  asbestos  that  will 
probably  become  fhaUa.  that  has  baen  Mored  or  di^oied  of  underground  .  ..  will  be 
laupaly  diftnaad  of.”  Does  this  policy  apply  to  the  biried  sream  Unea?  If  so.  when 
will  ttcm  baaa  ba  iimnnulT  Policy  97  stales  that  die  ooune  of  action  to  be  followed. 
wiA  icipea  v  aibema  it  the  ckmng  instaUation,  'will  be  analymd  in  the  Disposal 
«d  Badnameacal  Impact  Statement'.  Ike  only  dang  dus  EIS  says  about 
Hbeame  is  Rat  ”Aa  eibnma  abamment  plan  is  due  in  April.  1991.”  Is  that  insightful 
analyda  adequaae  to  fiilflU  the  teqtnrementi  of  this  claiue?  It  would  seem  logical  that 
tte  iaaiw  of  aibemaa  ia  tuitMiiige  propoaed  for  reuse  would  have  t  major  impact  on 
dis  real  value  of  thorn  Also,  ui  die  caae  of  ahtidoned  bmied  steam  bnes. 

buried  eebemM  left  bebiid  and  «n  properly  diqwnd  of  Icavm  a  potential  liabiliry 


Michael  R.  Little.  P  R 
Village  Engineer 
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8.4 


Thi  Vilkft  b«li«vc«  ihu  EIS  should 
tdka  ite  nnificioaM  of  whu  it  md  iat  tcmwad  uKto  te  ttbesMt  abtiement 
plM.  Wltta  will  (fee  ubenot  tlwami  pltn  be  tvuUblc  for  pubbciWKw?  Ism 
tciMioeMC  anityM  ■»  dtiamue  iht  feuifaiiify  of  asbestos  letnovtl  from  buildinp 
pnor  ID  stk  a  pan  of  die  asbestos  abatemem  plan?  The  VUlaie  of  Ranioul  hereby 
requBsa  a  copy  oi  that  plaiL 


5  3.  The  Villaie's  poaboii  is  that  lU  USTs  should  be  removetf  prior  to  closure. 

ImcMUicly  oompki  coopliaiice  sundaids  will  make  any  rexnauimg  tanks  a  Itabibiy 
y  mfubveposendalowncn.  If  the  Air  Poree  desilts  10  maintain  (he  marketability  of  iu 

prapcncst  (hcae  tanks  thouhl  be  removed  now,  or  replaced  with  new  systems  that 
can  ima  all  taut  regulaaona. 

8  I  4.  As  pan  of  the  iRPpn>|rim.  a  Ronediai  bivesaiabon  Data  Summary  Report  is  due  to 
«  1  be  oompkaed 'spring  1991'.  Is  this  complete?  The  Villafe  of  Rintoul  hereby 
I  requests  a  copy  arbea  tt  becooKS  available. 


7  I  5.  AmdDnMveyisicheduladfarl99l.  What  is  the  status  of  thii  survey?  TtaVillsfe 
3.5  I  of  Raatoul  hereby  reipiests  a  copy  of  (hat  suvey. 


8 

7.9 


6.  Goacaning  dre  overall  queaiioii  of  the  dispoaitkm  of  the  base  intasmicatfe,  (he 
Board  of  Thiarees  of  the  VillafB  of  Ramoul  has  formally  adopted  the  following 

or  RANTOUL  POSmON  STATEMENT 
CHANUTE  REUSE 

INrRAErRUCTURE  TRANSFER  R  RESPONSIBILITY 


9  7. 

3.1 


10 


5.8 


Oaaanmg  demoBdcni  of  eiiidiig  huMings,  the  EIS  should  be  revised  to  reflect  die 
reqiw  Rsi  havt  been  oade  by  die  Vdlige  for  ipeeilic  tauildinp  dui  irt  utaesarkile 
mlptNaapOMdalcawitaiiiieiial  hszstd.  In  addition,  the  interfeieiice  of  the 
abendoMd  vuEOBti  ■  ta  old  Msio  Sewage  TWstmcnt  Plant  with  the  eaat*%vest 
nararey  dear  renei  should  be  eddressed. 


My  reouiaiag  reniria  cimcara  bodi  the  Draft  EIS  and  the  Sodoeoammc  IngMct  >^ysu  Study. 

1.  TTie  EIS  sad  da  SodoecoaoaicAflsIyais  should  present  a  thiwllevcl  of  oomperisori. 

4  I  (he  iwrlmua  oondinnas.Pdte  hesrlinr  and  reuse  altemaaves.  Withou  this  level  of 


coogwiaon  dMM  fipim  provide  •  dMidedhr  dimred  view  of  the  real  inpacu  on  the 
comnatnay.  ParMaple,iaSecdan4.0EnvnQnmen(alIrapacuof(he 
Socioaronnnic  Analysis,  comparisons  «t  presented  concerning  jobs  created  by  the 
pnpoeed  aheroicivcs.  For  the  propoeed  ection  a  reference  is  made  to  preclosure 
engiioyinett  levels  siabng  that  die  anOopaaed  cmploymeni  Agues  represent  &  2% 
incteaae  over  preclosure  levels  sisocisied  with  Chsnuie  AFB.  In  the  discussion  of 
the  other  three  alicmibves.  no  mention  is  mede  of  the  72%.  88%  arel  99.4% 
tteMItt  in  caployment  levels  u  compered  ■>  preclosure.  CSianuie  related  jobs.  The 
S|  methodology  used  vcsbfflaieasffing  levels  is  sMNher  example.  Using  nuios  based 
I  upon  populaikn  may  work  fine  in  areas  with  hundreds  of  thousands  or  millions  of 
I  people,  bin  it  doesn't  e«rk  here.  Ilie  leport  stems  thar  for  the  Non- Aviation 
Aliunanvc.  ‘current  public  icrvioe  levels  could  be  maintained*  with  5  lor  half  the 
nureber  of  Village  employees.  Juai  hneeure  half  the  people  move  from  a 
neighbutood.  doesnt  mean  thai  you  can  ctoae  half  the  streets  or  abandon  half  the 
wtier  auiaa.  Manning  warer  and  wisiewtier  aeatmem  plants  takes  very  nearly  the 
same  aaff  sire  negsdlcu  of  the  flow  in  or  out  The  Villsp  is  more  than  willing  to 
work  widi  the  Air  Feree's  coniracter  to  see  to  ii  dial  acciraie  cost  dsu  sppevi  in  this 
lepon. 


2.  The  VUlage  of  RaaoalfiaistRly  on  the  intamaDon  you  present  wtren  it  tries  to 
12  oonvinooFedenl  red  Sms  Agencies  of  the  need  for  atasynoe.  As  these  documents 

■and.  pomy  s  post  dosuR  scenario  of  Uide  or  no  real  economic  impao  on  the 

11  Village.  Ita  .Sneineennnwie  Analynis  is  psihculsrly  flawed  and  slanted  lo  mmunre. 

or  evna  ignore,  dm  hard  icaliiim  that  face  the  Village  of  RsniouL  Fcreumple.  die 
Socwecenmnif  Repeet  Simnry  seehon.  which  is  about  as  ta  as  most  buresucrets 
bodMT  n  read,  decani  eren  mention  dre  HyAcdon  Aliemsbve  and  its  devssisnng 
cAectt  on  Re  cemeauiiiiy.  Id  evoy  secnon.  on  nearly  every  page  the  informaoon 
presened  aad  Re  Imgoage  used  downplBy  die  nepnves  and  highlit  Iht' positives. 
Hu  Air  Foree  has  staendy  decided  ID  sbnadonOianiiie.  What  difference  does  it  make 
if  yon  prerent  Re  BuR  about  Re  inpsets  of  Rat  decision. 


aef]  MwdiU.  (991 
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The  Village  of  RamouTs  cli— re^ou-clnsiei  plan  under  Re  Village's  DUnoo  EPA  pemui  lo 
opeme  the  Ramoul  Municipal  Landfill  sbpulaies  that  (he  landfill  wiU  cIok  April  I .  I WS 
This  plan  auienes  no  msicrisl  increase  in  the  amount  or  quanoiy  of  solid  waste  delivered  k> 
Hich  landfill  between  the  present  time  and  such  date.  The  Presidem  and  Board  nf  Trustees  of 
ihe  Village  of  Ramoul  will  adopt  appropruie  lepslanon  consistent  wiih  such  lEPA  permi  lo 
restrict  (he  quanbty  or  amouni  of  solid  waste  delivered  to  ihe  Ramoul  Landfill. 


13  I  VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL  POSITION  STATEMENT 
I  CHANUTE  REUSE 

7.9  I  INFRASTRUCTURE  TRANSFER  &  RESPONSIBILITY 

0».ral  PmlliM  R.:  lllilillM  ...A  Slr«t. 

The  Village  of  Ramoul  is  willing  to  accept  responsibility  for  the  appropriate  public  portions  of 
the  streets,  water,  sanitary  sewer,  storm  sewer  and  electric  sysietre  provided; 

1 .  The  Air  Force  conveys  n  the  Village  the  necessary  components,  including  requested 
equipment,  of  the  sysrems.  together  wiR  all  necessary  casements  amVor  nghts*of- 
way  deemed  appraphaie  by  the  Village. 

2 .  Tlie  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  Re  Village  in  the  puMic  benefit  tnnsfen  Rat  Re 
Village  deems  sppropnaie  for  the  overall  good  of  ihe  community,  and  as 
recommended  under  Re  EDA  W.  UU  and  GMT  studies,  and 


Sl..m  S..l.ni 

The  Village  is  not  prepued  to  accept  responsibility  for  any  porbon  of  Re  steam  plant  or  the 
steam  distribution  system.  The  Air  Force  should  provide  a  caretaker  operation,  as  suggested 
in  Re  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statcmewt»Diipoaal  of  Chanule  Air  Force 
Baae.  nihwi^Marcli  1991,  for  the  compleie  steam  system  for  5  years  following  the  date 
of  closure,  or  as  long  u  necessary  u  ensure  the  nwketability  of  Re  Air  Foice's  buildings,  lo 
allow  time  for  Re  conversion  of  all  buildinp  lo  individual  HVAC  systems.  The  Air  Force 
shall  maintain  mponnbtlity  for  Re  steam  plant  and  dismbubon  system,  and  shall  property 
dispoae  of  Re  tadibea  when  no  longer  needed. 

Pbw  PratggSlM  mmA  Wuritw 

{Mar  to  aocepiing  responsbiiity  for  Rese  operaiions.  the  Village  will  expect  the  Air  Force  to 
agree  lo  a  level  of  suppers  simitar  id  thai  presenied  for  the  uobty  sysiems. 


3  The  Air  Force  will  penicipase  in  the  support  of  Re  systems  as  detailed  in  the 
followtng  indivulual  deaenpbons. 


Eteclrlc  Smam 


The  Air  Force  apees  to  suppon  Re  openbon  of  each  of  these  systems  by  paying  a  user  fee 
for  5  yean  followini  Re  dare  of  closiav.  or  u  long  u  necessary  to  ensure  the  marketabtliry  of 
Re  Air  Foree  properties.  This  f«  will  be  based  upon  Re  Village's  estimued  annual  opention 
and  mainienirKe  coat  ta  Re  on-base  system.  wiR  a  credit  baaed  upon  the  level  of  reuse  Rat 
occurs.  In  Re  case  of  Re  waaewaier  systerrv  Re  user  fee  will  be  determined  in  accordance 
wiR  Re  conditions  of  the  oonnet  between  the  Village  and  Air  Force. 


1 .  Qvii  Engineers  Office,  compuier  system  and  records  -  flie  Village  is  requesting 
Buildinp  35,  S6  and  62,  including  ail  records,  dnwinp.  reports,  ec.,  pertinent  to  Re  long 
term  operebon  and  maiufemeiN  of  the  base  facilibes.  Also  included  is  the  W1MS  system 
ucluding  any  profnetary  computer  hardware  and  software. 

2.  Rre  StaboB  and  Equipimt  •  The  Village  is  requesong  Bldg.  43  and  all  equipmem 


If  Re  Air  Faroe  chooaet  to  leU  Re  warer,  sanitary,  or  storm  system  to  i  Rird  pany.  Re 
VtUage  will  consider  Rat  orgamanon  a  fnnchiscc  of  ihe  Village.  No  waier  or  sewige 
treatment  facilibea,  not  owned  by  Re  Village,  will  be  allowed  looperiie  wiRin  the  Village 
lumts.  The  Village  assumes  (h«  they  will  becorrre  Re  owner  and  operator  of  the  public 
portions  of  Re  electric  system. 


Marcn  27.  199( 


Marcn  27.  1991 
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MATT  BNVBONMBfrAL  IMPACT  STATlMDrr 
lltoftft  IMl 

DOPOSAL  AND  tBUSI  OP 
CMANUTV  AB  FOtCE  lASE.  ILLINOIS 

KmIcw  ft  kj  MkkMl  R.  LilUt.  P.E. 

lafiaMr  ter  tkt  VUteft  of  lUatmL  DUmIs 
Mkftk  r,  1991 
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4.1 

15 

7.4 


16 


8.1 


TtMeS-t  It  would  ippev  dui  •  bMelioe  popuUoM  of  10,000  hu  been  used  »  develop 
tec  tctenniDoo  tumnirusd  in  this  able.  However,  otha  studies  heve  plved 
teeckMmpopuUoanofihe  VUlifesslowuS.000.  Whet  is  the  bests  for  the 
KUnOesboate?  Does  it  eocunidy  leflea  clourc  conditiont? 

p3-4teniS-S  SaicnBBistefMdiag the  wtstewcarsyaea. under sU reuse elamedves, 
SNppcntee  need  for  modificeiinni  to  WWTF  a  ilj  levels  of  reuse.  This  is  the 
correct  posiboB.  bered  upon  the  anelyas  td  aipKa  to  the  ooUecsion  syttm 
ad  aceaaem  teobbes  conducad  by  the  VilUfB,  ■  copy  of  which  u  ettiched 
forrefocace.  However,  this  poaboo  is  not  accimely  reflected  terouchout  the 
following  seeboftsttf  the  RpOR.  Those  aecbons  will  be  spectficnlly  ndteessed 
in  following  ctHUeois. 

p.S-6  The  iHi  seomce  on  that  page  sates  that  eusbng  USTs  oust  be  upgraded  or 
WMOved.  The  VUlege's  poabon  a  iha  lU  USTs  should  be  removed  prior  to 
efoauB.  lacreateogiycoaiptexcoaptianoeiandaids  will  make  any  remaimng 
tates  a  liaiMliiyfofoBatptMctiiial  owners.  If  the  Air  Pocce  desires  o  meinatn 
the  meitraNlity  of  its  properbes,  these  tanks  should  be  removed  now,  or 
replaced  with  new  qnaaaa  iha  can  meet  all  future  regulatians. 


8.1 


17  I  p.S-7  te  S4  Whas  is  m  happen  to  USTs  under  teeae  aliemaovesi  They  aren't  aldressed 
in  teia  aunary  for  the  Miiur  Aocraft  Maimenance,  Non-Aviation  and  No* 
Acbon  Ahenaoves.. 


p.1-1  1.1  IeteelaaihBbQadiiapaia.{flanaiaoaiMncowe.paseeli2abon  IS 

oandaaDry.  ualeaa  the  Air  Foree  dispoag  of  the  enure  bnse  u  one  unit 


18  I  p,i-| 

5.4  I 


7.4 


p.M3 

p.2-20 

P.2-2S 

p.2-26 


20 

7.6 

21  I 

7.4 


p.2-26 


P.3-3S 


Table  1.5-1  Wboc  are  tee 'relevani*  UbiI  aeiuice  such  as  the  Ranioul  Zoning 
flldinaiioe  and  the  Renaoul  SitedivisiaB  OrdinMoe?  Theie  affect  land  use. 


2.2.11 

ILLS 

2.3.2.10 

13  J  Modtfifitiona  id  vaious  conponcies  of  the  Regional  Wretewaier 
Ttaatineni  Plana  and  on-baae  ooUecoon  lysann  oys  be  male  uwler  aU 
‘alternantna*.  There  tDodificabens  will  be  neoesaary  to  accooanodaae  the 
baaeline  flows  at  danee.  none  of  the  alieniabves  will  produce  flows  high 
eaough  to  rliminttr  low  flow  problems.  The  sfotemenca  at  ihcae  four 
lecnlJaae  art  net  eenteslMt  wRh  the  ewwnery  tteleremca  on  p3> 
6  ibni  $4»  wWdi  la  the  poaiUoa  the  Village  rc^nirca  ihrougboni 
ihia  repart.  Thaaa  teor  tentemcMa  renal  be  changed  to  state  that 
reedlflrallMi  in  Ihe  WWTP  mmi  be  readc  to  acconunodata  flow 
I  teture  condiliona. 


2J J  Inst  f  'Nonemus  non-csirntial  water  lines  would  be  drained  and  shut 
off.*  Depreannisd  lina  cannot  reonin  coonected  to  the  Village's  water 
dismbtnfln  system.  Ihcre  lines  would  be  in  violabon  of  the  Village's  cross- 
n  oonool  ordinanca  and  the  Ulitiois  Pollution  Control  Boaid's  cross- 
a  itfulabons,  in  that  they  could  provide  a  source  of  contamnanon  a> 


3JJ.2  lea  1  Raqoind  mpdifeaboBS  to  the  WWT?  and  the  Chanute 
coUeciion  tyaen  should  be  as  detailed  in  sacbon  4.2.4.4.  Seebon  4.2.4.4  is 
tee  only  locabon  in  tea  reptm  that  accunrely  depics  the  proper  modificaBonv 


2as 
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22  I  p.M) 
7.2  I 


3.U.4IM1  antel 


.  For  how  long  will 

f  TbaViBagereppomteis  petebrw 


rianafTiDtea** 


23 

3.5 

24 

8.6 

25 

8.1 


P3.45 


p.i-4S 


p3-S] 


2*  I  p3-3J 

8.9  • 


3JJ  The  laai  taatea  teat  lUbaardouawisK  will  be  removed  «  tee  time  of 
beeBCtacree.  WiD  all  of  tec  aocuaeUaion  41  uitenm  starage  nies  be  oomplesely 
cloeed  ooi.  in  eccowlenoe  wite  an  approved  closm  plan,  {bqi  v  ^*14  closure? 
If  BM,  wfia  impact  wUl  there  bin  have  on  reuse? 

3JJ  e  n«— SUlfpii  ■■iptiim  rtm  ■«  Am  in 

’ipiog  199r.  Is  tMs  oomplBK?  The  Village  of  Rineool  hereby  requests  a 
copy  wtaan  it  bsiwmia  avadaMe. 

3.3.4  Storage  Tanks  •  Ooeve  BaeaUne  The  Air  Fane  mends  to  leave  some 
anki  as  *sapppw  reaee  ecbvitiae'.  As  prevtously  maed.  tee  Village  requeso 
teas  all  USTs  be  removed  prior  to  ciosiae,  or  replaced  with  systems  fully 
capable  of  marbiig  ell  tenae  manisaring  tequaements. 

TiUe  3.3-2  Soma  of  tee  USTs  ate  indicaed  to  be  euovt  flora  the 
.  Why  ae  teeae  tanks  eicmpt? 


27 

8.15 


p3.34 


28 1  pH5 

8.6  I 

29  I  P.3.J7 

8.6  > 


30 

13.1 


p3-IO 


TiNc  3.3-3  Thn  m  l3-ljinO.  5-2.300.  l-SjCOO  Ml  2-240.000  flUni 
abmre  poend  tMki.  Ate  there  to  be  left  behind?  Many  do  not  have 
oaaauBffleai  symna  end  could  pore  a  great  liability  e  perenbal  fonae  ownert. 
If  there  ae  left  beiind.  die  ecoBoaic  intteact  of  this  deciaon  should  be 
d  in  tee  Socioeconaaic  Anelyas. 


3.3.5  Asbeame  -  An  ateioe  aheanent  plan  was  due  »  be  compteied  in 
ApiiL  What  win  it  be  available  for  public  review?  The  Village  of  Raimul 
•  eoopyofiheiplaiL 


3.3.1  Redon- A  radon  nnvey  is  scheduled  for  1991.  What  is  da  status  of 
tele  nnvey?  The  ViUage  of  Ranioul  hereby  reqiaat  i  copy  of  tha  survey. 

3.4J  Wadiads  >  Whet 'ipproprian  reariebons*  migbi  we  eipeet  due  to  tee 
webands  idaMfled  on-base?  More  detail  thould  be  provided,  so  tha  tee 
poanba  offsca  of  teeae  reartebone  can  be  prapaly  idennfled  witein  tee 
r  iaaanee,  migfN  tec  prapoaed  runway 


31 

1.1 


32 

7.4 

33 

8.10 


34  P.4-S0 

8.8 


bafteaababagiteaway?.  Alm^  eay  aceaonac  impact  of 
a  biould  be  addreeied  in  tee  Socioeconooac  Anaiynt. 


p.4>2iD4-4  4.2.1  CoeBBomiy  Sebing  >  The  'ftopoeed  Acbon'  altemaie  in  4.2.1. 1  gives 
an  employnMBiooapahsoB  ID  preclosure  levels  indicating  •  2-peroeni  increaa 
ow  preckame  coploymcaL  Hotrever  tee  other  three  altetnaoves  in  4.2. 1.2. 
4JLl.3ead4.2.L4donaevcnmBntionteepreclosurecomparison.  To 
provide  e  ooBciaant  anelyas  of  tee  foin  scenaioa.  tee  OQRipan son  to 
pndooure  levels  nut  be  included  teroughout 

p.4-46  42.4.1.4X4.2  sod  4.2.4.3  Mibgabons  •  As  previously  sttted.  for 

Waaewaar  these  ahouid  lU  read  the  tame  u  staled  under  4.2.4  4.  The 
lemedinl  aeaiMrea  a  tee  WWTF  and  in  the  on-base  collection  lysrem  need  to 
be  ii^IcBDBnmd  for  lU  re 


p.4-30  4.3  Materiel  VHaeadPus  Weae  -  Under  the  assmnpdons  made  for 

teieElS  it  is  eased  that. 'All  eaiebngoomatBinebon  has  been  tdenbfied'  Is 
tele  an  ecemaa  mbaam?  The  Viflege  hee  received  tefonnebon  from  formre 
bam  empkiyeea  indieaieg  tea  t^at  nay  be  other  areas  tha  were  used  for 
burial  of  knartooB  naiaials.  Hm  da  Air  Face  inveaitated  teeae  aHeganons 
aid  aduded  teem  a  the  IRP  prooea?  A  copy  of  this  informaionu  being 
atemlBad  lada  e  oover  Iccar  hem  tee  ViUage. 

43  Haardoue  Maerieli/Hifenhwi  Weae  •  How  will  interim  users  of  on- 
bme  farilhiee  be  handled?  The  Village  behevee  tea  tec  An  Force  should 
reman  icapabaUe  for  interim  ueege. 


35  I  p-Q-i 


B. 

36. 

8.4 


Aabemee  Mley  •  la  teen  an  appeal  prooea  evailaHe  a  tee  Village  concenung 
•  policy? 


p.0-1  bam  91(b)  Win  this  eeonoacpoiiey  for  aebemea  removal  be  fully 

d  if  eo.  when  will  due  ecenonuc  atwlyiis  be  oompleied?  b 
6  enelytee  a  pan  of  die  aabeaeoe  atameBBem  plan? 


7?.  1991 


)«f9 


Mtete3?.l99l 


4tt3 
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f  « t«inev«  utfomwQon  from  (he 
KfKiiKy  In 

•  of  1^  teoftocal  wtfKwiiB  producoor  rue  on-bnc  wts  rrwk  Thu 
^^Me.  (X7S  MGO.  f«pcMO  du  ftow  oanmbuted  c  die  synetn  by  die  nvioes  of  penons 
utf  Hd  Tf^i  m  Timi  EfamuMOon  of  (hu  flow  wUl  reiuli  in  in  ivermie  duly  flow  of 
17  MCD.  wtttcfe  netueoa  ipprenmiiely  62%  of  die  deu|n  ivvifc  duly  dry  wouher  flow  ind 
aljr  S2%  of  Ac  ■v«nfi  comI  duly  flow 

h  tiu)  be  toad  Au  Ae  flow  reducnom  deeeraMBsd  in  dKK  two  teensKM  dBJBLiafiilik 
Aa  Au  A  fbw  AA  A  pAWM  bvui|  i/r-baie.  but  wqrioni  othbut.  who  ktvc  die  irei  is  i  muK 

ofisckaM.  A  (te  an  dTeci  of  adier  of  dicw  nainoi  IS  I  Am  reduction  in  (he 

I  finbiy,  irnilnni  u  openuif  IrmU  u  «  below  90%  ol  (he  faciiKy  deu(n 


Kmaaj2ELBASIEaAlEl.mi£MS 

«v  (we SCM npKAd by  dK  flow raduoKn prmoualy  Aonfied:  1)  wiiaiiirr 


1.  taatMi  CeAactlaa  Sy«ea 

“TW  Viltafe  I  wannem  ty«ea  conaao  phaunly  of  friwy  sewerv  Thoe  sc  dirce 

A  lyWB,  wAcfc  rclattvciy  snaU  sc«  ind  one  Isft  ihbtauii 
•  lOof  A*  VUlap  wen  Ads  UnauCmenl  nitrmdtnckA.  Aldioa|h  (hoc 
wdl  A  — w  flow  mAcspB  Afoaflion  dui  ooUecDon  sysen  due  t>  cksne.  ii  s  anoapiied  diu 
I  wA  A  Awafhon  Ae  syssm  lod  no  area  will  A  innacsd  tt  i  Apee  diu 


2. 

TA  aa*A«  oollaedai  f 


Sy«A«i 

24  psTfWPi  *•—**•**  Sid  epprotiDSidy  1 39 .OCX)  fan  A 
Manly  lU  A  ds  flow  m  diu  synno  u  pumped  s  kau  onoe.  and 
lib  inaSTinii  fsihn  Asip  A  ds  reponaliaoon 
plam.  I  Isfc  on-ban  pnnp  naotm.  desfrstad  Bioldini 
were  oousbcsd  n  iranipon  on-An  flenrt  from  (he  tis 
pisn  »  ds  new  leponal  eeannem  pUfM.  (nsldioon.t 


Sodi 


losUerpBBDpc 
scaAAcbanAc 
diacAffn  V  Aa  20-Adi  (one  a 


iMXaadl-nEbtoeeasn 

m.  *ns90n 


toonssuned  in  (he  900 
s  s  foiee  mam  alio 


rulm  idila  rlnsai  bansira  aill  A  t  fininarr  rffn  n  m  dsopenaon  A  dntenore  tytsm. 
Even  now.  wiA  (A  lower  dso  expened  flows  experienced  in  1999  end  lo  the  prescni.  ihc 
seunent  plan  opssinf  pnaineJ  have  found  a  neceasby  to  add  an  oxiAxmi  iimt  to  tA  flow 
firoo  ds  20-ilicb  tacc  asia  a  osafas  ds  efTeco  A  sepoc  conditions  Excessive  levels  A 
hydrofea  wlfide  pa  icteaaed  s  ds  creaBOcni  plant  prejew  personnel  hazards,  odor  complaim 
btao  sea  lesdeao.  and  danap  a  fsilmra  These  coaAtiofu  sc  caused  by  ds  long  detentioa 
tBss  daonglAia  ds  oa  bas  coUacoon  sysem.  As  flows  se  reducal  dsae  condiooni  will 
wanes  icMiaag  A  eeaabdiiy  m  iSe  plaai  and  naunsnance  fsoblana  widen  ds  syssa 

due  A  hyAups  sulfide  sack. 


Iw  ifcbtiM  tfce  mAiemA  flaw  f^mlt  m  tMpmpa  npWMmw  rf  pmwp  ttwyin  This  SUSOB 

***  *T~rr***  "***  g  p«««T  nrwwfU  t  Thu  aquiposnt  aueosnaDcilly  adpso 

Ae  pwep  pead  A  As  Aa  oupw  A  ds  puDAi  maKAs  A  (A  flow  ras  USD  (he  pwnp  naooiv  The 
piapoae  A  Aia  Asp  ia  A  kaas  Aa  wpsvf  impani  s  ds  tjesnsai  plant  caused  by  large  flow 
svpa  doe  A  osAT  type  pop  opsados  TTue  u  panicalarty  unpowant  w  ds  case  A  pisnpap 
lysena  m  larp  a  dAW  s  $S7.  flosrs  a  ds  suDon  are  to  low  dis  dsy  are  below  Aa 

piapsig  riparsy  s  Aa  ihiwas  poasNr  spaad.  raplong  a  on  AT  apenoon  and  long  nstwell 
daeDOoa  sssa.  Any  hsAn  m  flows  will  reauk  a  inaraaed  sqwQiy  a  ds  wetwell  and 

ilAn<yckaf  A  Aa  pisps 


Triifdi  riflllHp 


I .  Ih-HmI  hwpteg  radiMaa 

Thna  irplM*  ps^sp  ssicsa  sc  a  opanposi  WiA  a  90%  ledunks  a  flow  ns  a  dsse 
hnlaaa  two  opw  pnAABB  will  sue.  TTs  Am  proMen  a  due  a  eiceasve  rycUng  A  the  30  a 
l23hiaspuscrMpswAMadAeaapuapa.  Exoessee  cycling  wdl  result  a  has  biuld-up  la  As 
BO0  ad  CO— oil  Nsridkg  s  boat  Allan.  The  larger  oAiai  will  not  funoion  properly  and  wdl 
naad  a  ba  leplaoad  sriA  sssUer  p— 9a  and  oAian  sued  for  ds  reducad  flow  niea  a  be  expacs— 
The  son—  profelaa  AAvaa  Aa  doulAd  dcsenooe  ome  a  each  pump  ssoon's  ws  well  At 
ladssd  floar  ran.  Aaa  ds— loa  os—  will  eweed  EPA  ssndards  and  wvU  icsub  a  a 
dasnin— ■  of  w— aw— r  qisliiy  sid  po— pal  ha—doiB  conABoaa  for  ds  oenarsm  facility. 


2.  ClarMan  — d  Packad  Tawen 

Tha  —  pi— CO— —  A  dm  sApa  A  clanficaooB  sid  two  saps  A  packed  Awer 
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iwcn  At  tm  MiMd  flaw  mm  it  wiO  be  eeccMfy  » feaiD¥e  unin  from  lovioe  to 
fnfti  hMdM^  raeee  o>  iIib  reeaeiaMf  yaitt*  h  ie  ewkwoom  bo«  dus  can  be  accomplulMd 
^^t»^ton-cnndcfradaao<tofdiegucttat»andiheeQMJpnEmtofldie  therem.  Aiihitpoim. 
g  voaU  ^^tar  that  liw  coat  to  take  these  units  out  ot  service,  in  a  manner  that  will  not  allow 
dagndabon,  will  be  equal  to  the  continued  cost  to  operate  and  maintain  them. 

3.  Praasre  aad  Gravity  Plpiag  Syatciu 
RidMd  (bw  ram  ihiau|boiM  the  facility  will  result  in  additional  tnainrenance  probletm  associated 
lo*  flow  IB  all  pipiof  sysrema.  It  is  uncertain  at  this  tune  what  the  overaJJ  effm 

«ill  ba.  bat  It  u  omatn  dire  pipe  foulinf  and  pitiiginf  ptobietnt  will  beconie  more  frequent  when 
the  flows  are  twbeed. 


To  prevent  fiMBe  Oforalalify  probfeois  due  »  ouetaivc  imspow  omei  wuhin  the  on*baie  sysMn. 
a  peRnancat.  flow  pnpoRianal  bytfeofen  peroaide  feed  system  should  be  installed  at  the  557  pump 
tuboa  10  laoeaae  the  disaolved  oaygen  conieni  of  the  wastewater  and  prevent  sepoc  conditions. 


To  prevent  permaaeai  damage  so  the  SS7  pump  station,  modificabons  should  be  made  to  divert  ail 
flow  ram  below  the  »»*»*«"■««"  capanty  of  the  557  pumps  id  the  eaisnnf  packaged  pump  station 
adjacem  to  557.  ‘niia  pump  staoon  should  be  modified  to  provide  larger  pumpt  and  motors  to 
inocaae  ita  capaciiy,  aad  a  new  etwrei  tym. 


4.  Slodge  HawdUag  rocUitica 

Ibe  Moaeff  plan  lacarponm  an  anaerobic  di|estm  and  raw  sludge  hindlinf  facilities  with 
*y««  by  beb  film  praam.  The  reduced  tolbs  loading  to  the  digesm  wtU  citha  make  it 
impmMa.  or  soocapemve  to  run  due  to  reduced  gas  producoon.  In  etcher  case,  it  will  force  all 
sMp  Imulliag  D  tte  raw  sludge  bcilities.  This  wtU  result  in  a  higha  cost  per  thousand  gallons 
at  law^  neand.  aace  dme  will  be  r»  solids  volume  reduction  through  the  digester. 


S.  RmiOAM  Stair 

Tha  s^Mima  at  flowa  will  am  rcatdt  ia  a  proporoonare  reduction  in  personnei  The  facility  is 
UHD  leveia  socepiabk  to  the  Dliaots  EPA,  aad  oanunum  numbers  of 

1  ID  maa  a  tw^ihift,  sevea^y-per-week  opexabotL  In  addition,  all  stages  of  treaineni 
I  ramren.  tee  may  be  some  leducooa  ia  the  nucaber  of  units  in  opoaiion  in  some 

pm.  Tte  oarm  atemwioe  saff  is  amguiaUy  adaquaie  for  the  preaeai  operation  and  could 
y  ba  — minimaUy.  if  as  all.  in  the  event  of  die  Iota  of  Oianute's  flows. 


vy.  4w  lorn  flow  from  fTianif  will  result  in  numaoua  opmbng  problem  some 
e^mlimprovemmamoairact  IiwiUalsoiewliiBa4Sio50%laasinrevenuewidi 
afr— aDteptBOAMiipmiri 

mmmmrmw  actions 


a.a— —  ih«  — w— >«i*tS*>t  fwiatwMw  am 

(tetemg  wMKwmr  symm.  wub  an  acocprable  level  at  opraicing  and  naiaienaiioe  oipense 
ftdtowing  the  cloaure  of  OumsB  AfB. 


r.riiiu^ 

1.  In'PlMl  Rimpteg  PndUtleo 

To  reduce  tbe  |—«T«»g  capecuy  of  die  three  in>plam  to  beoer  amch  the  reduced  flow  rma, 

it  eill  be  nrrmmj  m  replace  six  Il-incb  pumps,  two  in  each  Sttoon,  with  10-tnch  unos  of  lessv 
cepeeny.  It  will  ben  be  oecemay  to  modify  the  pump  oonool  lyiiema  to  operm  three  of  the  fora 
pmapa  in  a  mgori  sequence  10  provide  peak  daily  flow  ram. 

2 .  ClnrUlan  mi  Pnefced  Towera  • 

No  acamleeedificraieM  will  be  mada  10  be  towentetam  be  taken  out  of  service.  Some 
opermonaManmeeanoe  com  may  be  incurred  to  tsolare  beae  units  and  mobball  them. 

3.  rrineufi  and  Gravity  Piping  SjraleaM 

l>at  does  am  ippar  m  be  any  eocnomicaUy  feasible  way  to  tmdify  be  piping  lynems  to  prevent 
probicna  imocuaed  wib  low  Qosm  lacrenied  opemion  snd  maimenanoe  funebons  will  be 
ntrriiwy  to  proveni  pb<gb|  end  fouling  probkma. 

4.  Sindfi  HmdMng  rndtltfai 

To  ofce  ba  digemr  Ob  of  aravice  te  an  ctaendad  period  will  reqbre  that  it  be  coovleteiy 
ikwairred.  cleaned,  and  nwbhaflnrl 


RCTIMATBP  MQMWCATIQN  COSTS 

Ibe  foflowing  me  be  ctenead  com  m  accomplish  the  oomoive  ac&ons  ujenbfied  in  the  previoea 
section.  Thcaa  com  amuma  te  wnrk  will  take  place  m  1991 


Soft 

Sotfmiarui  nnd  Amocbian.  me. 
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^  TrgirfEitir  CitKilm  imm  Oi-Imi 

InssU  PernnncM  OmBbal  Feed  Symm  $47,500 

Modify  557  A  ftduge  Stabon  $11.000 

Sub-Tocal  SSO.SOO 


EstiiramdAi«uralQmnKalCom:(S150per<lay)  S5S.000  per  year 

W>etewt»f 


1.  In^PUnl  Pumping  Pndlltim 

Remove  12-iacb  ftsspa  A  Replace  w/KVineb 
(2  pun^  cech  at  bree  kKiootia)  $224,000 

htodify  three  Goeiiol  Systems  t  iimo 

Sefr-Tofal  $242.00fl 

2.  Sludge  HaudUug  FedliUeo 

Dewmr.CSeaesralhtobteUDipam  $69.000 

5ufr.ToUI  $49.9M 


TrtTAI.  gLCTfMATmn  CQWffTAIJCTlQW  COST  UlUflfl 
EgmiATEDANWlJAl  rHRMICAl.  COST 


■nob 


s 


Depcrlmeril  of  Conservation 

KB  and  lord  togett*. 


LMcom  TOW  aw  haia  •  u*  soim*  sacowe  rmerr  >  wmiarwio  smr-iTW 


aaCMT  nAiwpiio  oiaiCTon 


A(>rU  22.  1991 


Lt.  Col.  Tcm  Bnrtol 

Director  of  Program  and  Invlroimentnl 

APRCg  '  BNS/Dtp 

Horton  ATB,  California  92409>S448 


Deer  Lt.  Col.  Bertoli 


The  Depertmnt  per  your  Kerch  l,  1991  request,  hes  coa^leted  its 
review  nf  the  Kerch,  1991  draft  lis  -  DUpoeel  end  Kniiew  of  Chnantw 
Air  Porew  flenw*  Xlliaole. 


1 


13.2 


The  Depertmnt  eupperte  the  propoeed  ection  which  ia  the  diapeeel 
of  chenute  ATB  for  reuee  ea  a  mjor  aircraft  mintenence  fecility. 
It  ie  our  uruSeretendlnq  the  beee  recreetionel  fecilitiee  ere 
deelred  by  Rentoul,  end  If  granted  to  thaw  by  the  Air  Pores,  will 
be  an  escellent  addition  to  the  ril^ega'e  recreetionel  eyeem. 

Section  4.4.5  diecuaaee  the  project  -  related  effects  on  biological 
reeourcee,  the  eennitivity  of  these  reeourcee  end  ways  that 
aenaltlve  reaourcea  can  be  protected  and/or  nltigeted  for  when 
neceaaery.  Such  protection  weasures  include  field  aurweya,  each 
ea  IDOT  will  conduct  along  proposed  construction  corridors  during 
the  eiomer  of  1991  to  determine  if  native  graseee  ere  present, 
avoiding  construction  in  the  southeeetem  portion  of  the  base  where 
wetlands  ere  present  end  providing  appropriate  nitigatioa 
recomendetione  to  minimite  end/or  cowpensete  for  impacted 
reaourcea . 


Based  on  our  review  the  Department  believes  the  potential 
environmental  coneequences  of  the  dlapoeel  end  reesoneble  reuee 
eltemetlvee  have  bmn  adequately  diacuaaed  end  enelyaed  In  this 
DBZS. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  coamnt . 
Sincerely, 


7rf7 


Brunt  Kennlnlp^'^ 


BHiRNLita 
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March  27.  1991 


Lt.  Col  Thomas  J  Bartol 
U  S  Air  Force 

Col  Bartol; 


I  n*. if.’nmtTitjl  pMic’(.ii"n  \^cikv 


P  <  1  . 


I  am  Jack  Miller,  Chairman  of  the  Health  Services  Committee  assisting  in  the 
Village  of  Rantoul  reuse  efTorts- 


2t 7/782-0610 

Rantoul  *  Clianute  Air  force  Base  -  Oraft  Environmental  lapact  Statement 


I  was  pleased  to  see  that  your  team  found  the  extra  90.000  square  feet  in  the 
Chanute  hospital  that  the  198d  Base  closure  commission  lost. 


April  1991 


I  am  here  representing  the  mibUry  retiree  community,  including  dependents. 
There  are  around  5.000  of  such  individuals  currently  being  taken  care  of  in  a  superb 
manner  by  the  Chanute  hospital. 

Unfortunately  many  of  these  people  have  illnesaes  which  require  costly 
medication  and  their  health  precludes  frequent  tnps  to  Scott  AFB  or  Wnght- 
Patterson  AFB  hospitals  You  have  noted  in  the  soaoeconomic  Analysis  the 
limitations  Veteran  Adnunistration  hospitals  have  whi^h  mean  that  many  people  da 
not  have  access  to  the  Danville  VA  hospital. 


We  are  well  aware,  also,  of  the  CHAMPUS  plan.  Many  of  those  currently 
being  taken  care  of  at  Chanute  are  MEDICARE  eligible.  In  any  case,  whether 
CHAMPUS  or  MEDICARE,  they  are  not  financtaiiy  able  to  a/Tord  secondary  coverage. 


1 

2 


I  know  the  services  are  not  required  to  take  military  hospitals  to  the  pabeat 
but  once  again  we  ask  that  some  oonaideration  be  given  to  those  in  ill  health  who 
specifically  moved  to  this  area  so  they  could  afford  to  remain  in  as  good  health  as 
possible  for  as  long  as  possible.  Outpatient  and  pharmaceutical  services  would  go  a 
long  way  in  filling  this  void. 


Lt.  Col.  ThoMs  J.  Bsrtol 

Director  of  frogrsas  snd  Cnvl ronaentsi  division 
AFRCE  •  BMS/OEV 

Norton  Afr  force  Base.  CeWfornIe  92409-6446 
Dear  Col .  Bartol : 


Me  nave  revlaaed  the  Draft  Envlronaantal  Imsct  Ststaatnt  dated  March  1991  for 
the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chanute  Air  force  Base  <n  Rantoul,  Illinois. 

1|  Re9ardlng  the  tapacts  on  the  Rantoul  sanitaiy  sewer  tystea  and  wastewater 
I  treatatnt  plant,  we  have  the  following  coaMnts. 


7.4 


1.  Because  of  the  1009  detention  tiae  that  will  result  in  the  base  sewer 

systea,  a  hydropen  peroxide  feed  systea  or  scat  other  aeans  of  controllinf 
septic  conditions  auit  oe  Insulled  at  the  oase  pimping  station. 


2.  In  order  to  properly  handle  the  reduced  flows  at  the  wastewater  treetaant 
plant,  the  six  12  Inch  pamt  wst  be  replaced  with  saaller  pimps. 


3.  The  digester  at  the  wastewater  tr4ataant  plant  will  have  to  be  taxen  out 
of  service  and  soae  other  acceptable  aeans  of  sludge  handling  and  disposal 
■111  have  to  be  provided. 


If  you  have  any  questions  or  ccaments  regarding  the  above  comwnts,  please 
contact  Charles  fcllaan  of  the  Peralt  Section. 


B.  Perk 
Meneger 

Division  of  Meter  Pollution  Control 


JBP:Cf:ct,981q.1D0 

cc:  Records  Unit 
fOS  -  Cha^lgn 
John  Reel ,  Rantoul 
Sodeaen  I  Assocletei 
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RANTOUL 

AN  ILUNOB 


»Msot  TH  r4,>>«h  roeoxie  Kis  rot  i  it  <;i>»e*: ’«ei 


expenditure*  •  the  accepted  income  multiplier  reflecu  a  loUl  economic  impact  oTfJe  1 
Million  cash  How  dollar*  on  the  Village  of  Rantoul  and  surrounding  area 

The  Impact  of  the  ^obe  i*  listed  at  14.203  Of  the  991  civil  service  jobs  at 
Chanute.  493  or  about  half  -  live  m  Rantoul  Of  the  6.000  military  'at  that  limci 
over  4500  or  75  percent  live  m  Rantoul  Even  if  we  drop  down  to  only  a  50  percent 
impact  on  the  Rantoul  community,  the  Air  Force  is  indicating  m  this  report  that  we 
are  losing  ^68,000.0^  annually  from  our  economy 


March  27.  1991  Kaly  B  Podagrosi 

Mayor 

Lt.  Col  Thomas  J  Bartol 

Director  of  Programs  and  En^'ironroenial  Division 

AFRCE  BMSDEV 

Norton  AFB.  CA  92409  6448 


Uatng  the  Mme  muluplier  as  above,  the  impact  on  the  Ranuiul  community  la 
$170  Million  each  year. 

The  Chanute  Economic  Resource  Impact  Statement  wes  clcerly  written  to 
impress  upon  the  avilian  world  the  importance  of  the  military  installation  to  the  local 
economy  Certain  fonnuiae  were  used  to  reach  conclusions  m  this  document.  Wear* 
requeeung  that  the  Air  Force  use  the  same  formulae  to  express  the  economic  Iom  to 
the  community  by  closing  of  the  base. 


Gentlemen. 


We  of  the  Village  of  Rantoul  have  thoroughly  read  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  we  are  entering  into  the  record  rune  papers  on  speafic 
concerns  We  are  also  in  receipt  of  the  recently  completed  Soao-Economic  Impact 
Analysis,  and  since  the  impact  analyiia  of  the  EIS  depends  substantially  on  that 
supporting  document,  our  positions  arc  based  on  both  the  EIS  and  Soao-Economic 
reporte 


In  general,  we  are  disappointed  that  issues  of  greatest  concern  to  many  atizens 
m  Rantoul  remam  unaddresaed. 

f  I  *Thc  documents  rely  heavily  on  the  best  case  scenario  of  the  acquisition  of  a 

^  2  I  user  such  as  Uruted  Airbnca.  and  skim  over  the  short  lenu  1 1992-1996)  lean 

I  year*  with  no  or  minimal  re-use. 


2 
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3 


1.4 


Most  of  all.  we  believe  these  documents  arc  overly  ambitious  relsUve  to 
expected  growth  We  remind  you  that  after  two  year*  of  concerted  eflbrt  on  the  part 
of  many  people,  not  one  company  ha*  committed  to  date  to  settle  at  Chanute.  The 
impect  on  the  uifrastructure  of  the  bese  end  local  commuxuty  under  minimal  use 
conditions  la  hardly  eddresaed.  We  ask  that  the  document  be  amended  to  include  an 
adcbuonal  column  on  Page  5-3.  Table  S I  to  reflect  condiuone  under  the  no>ection 
alternative  with  a  baee  line  of  December  29.  1988.  through  the  year  1998 


One  document  that  I  am  entenng  into  the  record  this  evemng  is  the  Chanute 
Technical  Training  Center  Economic  Resource  Impact  Statement  of  1988,  published 
the  year  of  closure  announcement 
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Electing  to  adopt  the  base  line  of  the  date  of  closure  to  develop  the  draft 
environmental  impact  sutement.  clearly  the  Air  Force  can  make  a  case  that  (here 
will  be  very  little,  if  any,  negauve  impact  on  the  local  community  Just  as  daarly. 
this  IS  a  caae  of  using  facta  and  suiistics  to  develop  a  preferred  analysis 


The  Village  of  Rantoul  protesu  this  methodology  since  neither  the  closure  nor 
reuse  repoila  address  adequately  the  short  term  environmental  and  sooor'eoonoaK 
NO  nor  MINIMAL  impact  condiUons.  * 


There  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  employment  rate  in  Rantoul  wiU  take  a  doAmu 
nose  dive  with  the  closure  of  Chanute  AFB  in  September  1993.  There  should  also  bo 
nc  doubt  but  that  the  Village  Government  and  many  other*  ber*  are  diligMiUy 
stnvmg  to  entur*  that  unemployment  does  not  reach  rock  bottom  and  whatever  rate 
IS  reached  it  will  be  only  for  minunum  urn*. 
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4.2 


We  uke  tacepbon  to  the  cooimcnu  oa  Pag*  2-1.  Section  2-1.  para,  three  of  the 
Soaoeconomie  Impact  Analysis  which  lists  several  of  Champaign-Urfaana's  largaaR 
employers  os  RantouTs.  We  should  be  so  fortunau  as  to  have  Carle  Hospiul.  Kraft, 
IrK  .  J  M  Jonea  and  Colwell  Systems  along  with  the  induatnal  employera  we  do  havo. 
Inclusion  of  theoe  companies  in  this  report  inflate*  the  employment  stetisbca  (of 
Rentoul  to  tho  point  of  being  misleading 
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7.3 


*  Asaumptions  ar«  mada  that  Ranioul's  landfill  will  be  available  for  bate  doaui* 
debna.  W*  are  requsating  that  the  name  of  tho  Rantoul  Landfill  be  deleted  from  the 
lifia  of  landfills  available  to  rtceive  closure  matenal  isec  atuchment) 


Disposal  of  solid  waau  gecMratad  by  baa*  doaur*  activities  between  now  and 
October  1993  is  a  coneam.  Du*  to  the  fill  r«u  of  the  Rantoul  landfill  expenonced 


This  document  mdicsiea  that  tha  ocononK  impact  of  lha  operation  of  Chanute 
on  this  area  ts  atmo*t  $1M  MiOiod  annually  This  ttM  Milboa  is  only  Chanuta 


DOCUMENT  15 


DOCUMENT  15 


7.3 


dunng  the  pait  fe«  yeer,.  and  the  rapidly  approaching  closure  date  Tor  this  faahty 
restrictions  ha.e  been  imposed  on  the  types  of  solid  waste  received  Matenal  from 
**frolished  buildings,  for  example,  is  no  longer  accepted  from  any  source  I 

It  appears  that  ERA  resinciions  will  preclude  any  expansion  of  the  landfill  so  we 
are  doing  everything  possible  to  extend  the  life  of  the  current  facility  Currently 
additional  resinciions  are  being  drafted  which,  among  other  things,  will  limit  the 
increase  the  haulers  may  expenence  m  any  month  .and  require  additional  trash 
segregation  and  reclamation  eftbrts. 


The  bottom  Ime  is  this,  the  Ranioul  landfill  will  not  be  able  to  receive  the 
increase  of  solid  waste  generated  by  crating,  packing  and  disposal  of  matenals  being 
excessed  by  the  transfer  of  Chanute  activities  to  other  bases. 
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7.4 


•These  documents  continue  to  skirt  the  issue  of  problems  associated  with  ths 
Wastewater  Treatment  Plant  in  the  event  of  no  or  minimal  reuse.  We  remind  the  Air 
Force  that  Rantoul  did  not  need  the  additional  capacity  in  its  plant  for  the  local 
community  The  addiUonal  capacity  was  built  to  accommodate  Chanute  We 
respectfully  refer  to  the  contract  between  The  Village  of  Rantoul  and  Chanute  Air 
Force  Base  m  which  the  Air  Force  agrees  to  pay  the  minimum  charge  for  flow  into 
the  plant. 
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The  draft  EIS  does  not  indicate  that  the  Air  Force  will  demolish  and  clean  up 
certain  buildings  that  must  be  removed  prior  to  closure  and  re-use.  These  include  at 
least  the  following:  all  structures  assoaaied  with  the  old  wastewater  treatment  plant. 
Building  *732.  *125.  and  *107.  (see  attachment) 


We  ate  for  the  record  the  following  reports  prepared  by  consultanu  hired  by 
the  Village  of  Rantoul.  approved  by  assoaaied  Chanuu  Re-Use  committees  as  well 
as  by  the  Rantoul  Plan  Commission  and  by  the  Rantoul  Village  Board  of  Truateea 
These  are: 


•Kent  Tucker.  Community  Development  Director,  who  will  call  Miecial 
attention  to  our  speafle  concerns  on  soao  Economic  issues 


'Police  Chief  Allen  Jones,  who  will  address  further  concerns  relative  to  sotunly 
dunng  the  anort-lerm  re-use  penod. 


Ken  Modglin  Rantoul  Village  Comptroller,  has  prepared  a  paper  to  addrens 
our  concerns  as  to  the  impact  that  closure  will  have  on  Village  finances  This  is  an 
issue  largely  overlooked  in  both  the  EIS  report  and  the  Soao  Economic  report 


•Rich  Thomas.  Recreation  Director,  will  address  recreation  issues  •  which  for 
the  most  part  are  addressed  in  line  with  Rantoui's  concerns. 

Dan  Culkin.  Village  Inspector .  addresses  the  issue  of  drainage  and  short-term 
cost  of  fire-fighting. 
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•Ray  Boudreaux,  Base  Re-Use  Manager,  who  addresses  some  alternate  usee 
being  considered  by  members  of  three  re-use  comimliees  These  issues  have  neither 
been  considered  nor  approved/disapproved  by  the  Village  Board  since  it  is  early  in  the 
planning  process  for  these.  However,  we  ask  that  they  be  studied  as  altemaU  uese 
to  preclude  the  need  for  an  additional  EIS  at  a  later  dau 


The  Village  definitely  concurs  with  the  attachment  -  H  >  from  Steve  Combesi  of  C 
Ic  S  Sanitary,  re  a  site  for  a  transfer  station. 


11  In  addition,  we  have  asked  Bob  Kidd  to  speak  to  concerns  of  the  busmeM 

15.2  eotwnuniiy  as  it  relates  to  the  EIS  and  Soao  Economic  reporu.  Jack  Miller  to  »ptak 
again  for  retirees.  We  are  distressed  that  neither  report  speaks  to  the  over-riding 
issue  of  health  care  for  retirees. 


These  individuals  work  closely  with  the  Village  of  Rantoul  government,  and 
concur  fully  with  their  concerns. 


The  Urban  Land  Institute  Report 
The  EDAW  Report 

The  Crawford  Murphy  Tilly  Report  for  Aviation 
T1)«  Econoouc  Research  Associates  Museum  Study 

In  addition  to  my  comments  this  everung,  and  comments  by  Mike  LittU. 
Consulung  Engineer  from  Sodemann  Assoaates  Engineers  for  ths  Village  of  Rantoul. 
are  attached,  for  the  record,  papers  prepared  at  the  Village's  request,  from  the 
following: 


•Rantoul  Village  Board  of  Trustees:  s  resolution  of  intent  regarding  Chanute 
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DOCUMENT  19 


in  conclusion.  I  refer  to  the  report  on  the  disposal  and  reuse  of  Chapoian 
CourU  and  request  that  the  Rantoul  Landfill  be  deleted  from  the  list  of  availaWs 
landfills  contsuned  therein.  I  would  further  like  to  express  appreaation  to  the  Air 
Force  for  tbs  expeditious  study  of  the  Chapman  Court  siiuaUon  and  to  further  thank 
Ma;.  Gen.  Day  for  his  cooperation  in  attempting  to  bnng  this  problem  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  to  the  base  and  the  community. 

Gen.  Day’s  action  is  indicauve  of  those  that  we  ask  the  Air  Force  to  continue 
taking  to  help  alleviau  hardship  on  the  local  community.  Speafically  we  are  askir^ 
that  tha  Air  Porta  dahnaaia  fior  ua  speofically  what  the  caretaker  status  will  involve, 
we  ask  for  minimum  haaale  over  thoea  itams  that  should  bo,  and  histoncally  hava 
bemi.  conveyed  under  tenna  of  pubhe  bsnafit.  and  we  aak  Uiat  reasonable  pnoes  be 
expecaad  for  those  propertisa  and  faabtiaa  preaentsd  for  sals  undsr  private  use 
proviMO.  (end, 
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ATTACHMENTS- 


UtSOLVriOM  NO.  3-ei«  ATV 
A  RESOLUTION 

AFPROVIHO  A  POSITION  STATPCBfr 


A  Resolution  of  intent  re  Base  Closure.  Ranioul  Village  Board 

B  Kent  Tucker,  ^ntoul  Community  Development  Director,  comments  and 

questions  re  the  Environmenul  Impactment  and  Sooo/Economic  Impact 
Analyses 

C  .^len  .Jones.  Chief  of  Police.  Rantoul,  questions  regardin*  the  Environmental 
Impact  and  SoaotEcononuc  Analyses 

D  Ken  Modglin.  Comptroller.  Village  of  Rantoul.  comments  and  questions  re 
financial  assumptions  and  conclusions  re  Enviroiunenlal  and  Socio/Economic 
Analyses 

E  Rich  Thomas.  Recreauon  Director.  Village  of  Rantoul.  commenU  re  recreaUon 
faalities.  Chanute.  re  Environmental  and  SooiVIinpact  Statements 

P  Dan  Culkin,  Chief  Inspector.  Fire  Inspector.  Village  of  Rantoul.  concerns  re 
Conclusions  re  fire  protection  and  drainage  re  Environmental  and 
Sooof'Economtc  Impact  statementa 


BB  IT  RISOLVID  BY  m  PRSSIDENT  AW  BOARD  OF  ntUBlBEB 
or  TBB  VIUACB  OP  RAHTOUL,  CHAMPAICM  COUWH,  ILLINOtt,  aa 
followa: 


1.  That  a  VILLAOB  OF  RAKTOUL  POSITION  STATBMDTr. 
CHANUTB  RIUSBs  INFRASTRUCTURB  TRANSFER  6  RESPONSIBILITY  (tha 
*Positlon  Statawant*) ,  a  copy  of  vhlch  said  Position  Stataaant  la 
attachad  harato  and  haraby  Incorporstad  by  rafaranca.  ba  and  tha 
aana  ia  haraby  adoptad  and  approvad  aa  tha  position  of  tha 
Praaidant  and  Board  of  Truataaa  of  tha  Viliaqa  of  Rantoul. 
Cbanpaivn  County,  lUinoia  (tha  *ViIla9a*)  with  raapact  to  tha 
•attars  contalnad  tharain. 


2.  That.  froa  and  aftar  tha  adoption  of  thla 
Rasolutlon,  tha  Praaidant  of  tha  Board  of  Truataaa  of  tha  VilLaqa 
and  such  othar  officara.  aqanta  and  anployaaa  of  tha  Vltlada, 
including  ita  Inqinaars  and  Attornay.  ara  haraby  authatltad, 
aapowarad  and  diractid  to  do  all  auch  acta  and  things  and  to 
aaacuta  ail  such  docunsnts  and  inatruasnts  as  nay  ba  nacaaaary  to 
carry  out  tha  Intant  and  accOMplish  tha  purpoaaa  of  thia 
Rasolutlon  snd  to  coaply  with  and  naks  affsctivs  tha  proviaiona 
contalnad  in  tha  Position  Stataaant. 


Ray  Boudreaux.  Base  Conversion  Manager,  Rantoul.  report  from  Committees 
developing  proposals  to  be  considered  in  environmental  study  process 

CAS  Samury.  proposal  to  locate  transfer  siauon  on  Chanute  property,  lo  be 
studied  re  EIS 

Lelttr  d.ltiKabim  building.  lh«  Village  of  RanUul  requaau  ba  demoliihad 
Chanute  Teehnice)  T raining  anur  Ennoour  Raaouria  Impact  St,-  Lament  FygS 


PASSD  and  UPKOVD  thla  12th  day  of  March.  1»1 
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VILLAGE  OF  RANTOUL  POSITION  STATEMCNT 
CHANUTE  REUSE 

infrastructure  transfer  a  RESPONSIBILITY 


Gantfil  PQiitlQn  Rmi  Utilltiaa  and  Stf  ta 

Th«  Village  of  Rantoui  ■$  willing  to  accept  responsibility  for  the 
appropriate  public  portions  of  the  streets,  water*  sanitary  sewer, 
storm  sewer  and  electnc  systems  provided: 

t  The  Air  Force  conveys  to  th#  Village  the  nacessary  components, 
including  repuested  equipment,  of  the  systems,  together  with 
all  necessary  easements  and/or  rights-of*way  deemed 
appropriate  by  the  Village, 

2  The  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  the  Village  m  the  public 
benefit  transfers  that  the  Village  deems  appropriate  for  the 
overall  good  of  the  oommuniiy,  and  as  recommended  under  the 
EOAW.  ULI  and  CMT  studies,  and 

3  The  Air  Force  will  participate  m  the  support  of  the  systems  as 
detailed  m  the  following  individual  descriptions- 

iter.  Storm  Sewer.  Sanitary  Sewer  and  Eleculc  Systems 

The  Air  Force  agrees  to  support  the  operation  of  each  of  these  systems 
by  paying  a  user  fee  for  5  years  following  the  date  of  closure,  or  as 
long  as  necessary  to  ensure  the  marketability  of  the  Air  Force 
properties.  This  fee  will  be  based  upon  the  Village's  estimated  annual 
operation  arid  maintenanM  coat  for  the  on-base  system,  with  a  credit 
based  upon  the  level  of  reuse  that  oocurs.  In  the  case  of  the 
wastewater  system,  the  user  fee  will  be  determined  >n  accordance 
with  the  conditions  of  the  contract  between  the  Village  and  Air  Force 

aieam  System 

The  Village  is  not  prepared  to  accept  responsibility  for  any  portion  of 
the  steam  plant  or  the  steam  distribution  system.  The  Air  Force 
should  provide  a  caretaker  ofi^r»tion  for  the  complete  ateam  systam 


for  5  years  following  Pm  dsia  of  efosure.  or  as  long  ss  necessary  to 
ensurt  tha  marlietabiHly  of  tha  Ak  Force's  buildings,  to  snow  time  lor 
the  conversion  of  aH  buddings  to  mdhnduaf  HVAC  systems  The  Ae 
Fores  shall  maintain  responsibility  for  the  staam  plant  a/>d 
distribution  system,  and  shall  proparfy  dispose  of  tha  facilities  when 
no  longer  needed. 


If  the  Air  Force  chooses  to  sell  the  water,  sanitary,  or  storm  system 
to  a  third  party,  the  Village  will  consider  that  orgamzalion  a 
Iranchisaa  ol  tha  Villaga  No  water  or  sewage  treatment  facilitiea. 
not  owned  by  the  Villaga.  will  be  allowed  to  operate  within  the  Village 
limits  The  Village  assumes  that  they  will  become  the  owner  and 
operator  of  the  public  portions  of  the  aiectnc  system. 

Other  Consldarattona 

1  Civil  Engineers  Office,  computer  system  and  records  -  The  Village 
IS  requesting  Bldg.  56  (former  base  C.E.  office).  irKluding  ail  recorda. 
drawings,  reports,  etc.  Also  included  ^  the  WIMS  system,  including 
any  proprietary  computtr  hardwar#  and  software 

2  Fira  Station  and  Equipment  -  The  Village  is  requesting  Bldg  <3  and 
all  equipment 

RoaRlen  Statement 
RanteuI  Munlctpal  LandfW 

The  Village  of  Rantoure  cioeura/pott-cioeure  plan  under  the 
VHlage'e  lllinoie  ERA  permit  to  operate  the  Rantoui  Municipal 
Landfill  etipulatae  that  tha  landfHi  will  cioea  April  1,  1M5.  Thie 
plan  aaeumaa  no  matahal  Increaea  In  the  amount  or  quantity  of  eoUd 
waste  delivered  to  such  landfill  beiwean  the  present  time  and  such 
date  The  President  and  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Village  of  Rantoui 
wiN  adopt  appropriate  legislation  consistent  with  such  lEPA  permit 
to  reethot  the  quantity  or  amount  of  soHd  waste  delivered  to  ihe 
Rantoui  Landfill. 
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Tftere  r.etaa  ‘z  C«  a  c  .ar  ;  f  ;  cat  isr  as  t :: 
wr.e’T.er  "■‘.ew  Ter.era:  rrs"  ot  nazarao^s  wastes 
.r,:.-3es  er.ti'--es  Leasing  case  property  f3r 


:f  ascestos  ara.  :r  raacr.  stat-tes  or 
reg-i.atior.s  are  aOcptel  or  approves  cefore 
:::s-re,  tr.ey  sr.oo.j  be'applicaCle  to  tT.e 
case  Sispcsa..  Wi.i  tr.os  be  tne  case? 

The  Village  of  Rartoui  requests  a  copy  of  Zhe 
procedures  for  appealing  determinations  by  the 
Sioenvironmer-tal  Engineer . 
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16  I  S-2 


17  I  2-1  2  .1 

4.2  I 

16  I  2-5  2.2.2 


It  is  not  realistic  to  assume,  given  limited 
human  and  other  resources  that  all  three  com- 
pcrerts  in  the  proposed  action  (aircraft 
maintenance  facility,  education  and  medical 
facilities)  Will  be  accomplished 
simultaneously.  Consequently,  full  recovery 
by  and  of  Rantoul  may  not  be  as  assumed. 

As  m  the  SIS,  there  are  some  companies  here 
■which  are  not  located  in  Rantoul. 

Our  1985  Special  Census  population  was  20,641 
and,  in  1990,  I", 212.  If  Che  military 
personnel,  dependents  and  retirees  were  14,691 
in  SY  1987  (October,  :9a6-September,  1987)  and 
8978  in  FY  1990  (October,  1909-3eptember, 
1990),  what  explains  the  declines  of  at  the 
most  3429  in  total  population  but  57i3  m 
military/military-related  persons?  The  retirees 
will  have  some  attrition  through  deaths,  but 
should  be  somewhat  stable.  The  military  and 
dependents  have  declined.  We  see  no  evidence  of 
an  in-migration  of  2300  persona  to  ma<e  up  the 
differehce.  There  is  no  evidence  chat  the 
population  density  has  changed  significantly. 
The  vacancy  rate  was  9.1*  in  1985  and  9.9*  in 
1990.  What  Air  Force  data  was  used? 


12  “I 


PAOI  8ICTXOM 

Si  3-9  3.3.2  It  cannot  be  assumed  tr.at  :  r.-mi  grar,:  s  are 

I  going  to  exnibit  character  i st  i  rs  ..xe  perscr.s 

I  in  other  areas  of  Illinois.  New  in-migrar.ts 

co-id  be  poorer  persons  responding  to  :neapef 
housing  and  create  the  need  for  mere  government 
s-bsidies.  New  m-migrants  could  rave  -other 
Character ist ICS  different  from  other  parts  of 
Illinois  as  well . 

IS  3-14  3.3,6  The  landfill  is  now  going  to  close  at  an 

7,3  earlier  than  that  noted  in  this  document  and 

20  the  EIS.  The  general  character  of  persons 

activities  as  they  relate  to  utilities  MUT 
7  change  if  more  older  persons  are  left  in 

Rantoul  m  greater  proportions  than  they  are 
now.  We  will  be  losing  a  disprcpcrtionate 
number  of  younger  persons. 

21 1  Rantoul  does  not  want  the  steam  plant. 

22 1  3-16  3.4  Positive  impacts  m  the  long  run  do  not  hold 

I  a  community  together  in  the  short  run. 

3-32  Table  3.4-14  There  is  a  typographical  error  for  1907 
population-4, 032, 15  is  wrong. 


22  I  3-16  3.4 


3-34  3. 4. 3.1 


24  I  3-80  3. 4. 5. 3 

6.1  • 

S|  3-84  3. 4. 6.1 

S|  4-15  4. 1.3. 4 


Staffing  is  not  necessarily  a  function  of 
personnel  per  capita.  Geographic  area  of 
infrastructure,  number  of  structures  and  sue 
patrol  areas  also  influence  staffing  levels. 
It  cannot  be  assumed  that  we  are  going  to 
roll  up  half  the  town,  move  the  people  and 
serve  a  smaller  area. 

It  cannot  be  assumed  that  unemployed  people 
will  stay  in  the  area  waiting  to  be  rehired. 

Broadlands  and  villa  Grove  FD  is  not  located 
in  the  area  indicated. 

The  shortline  railroad  has  not  been  entirely 
abandoned. 

What  is  the  cost  of  metering  buildings  and 
facilities  not  currently  metered? 

There  must  be  an  estimate  of  a  paid-staff 
alternative  for  fire  protection. 
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i-'.h  4.  1.3. 6 


SI  4-19  41.5.1 


26  4-31  4 . 1 . 6 . 3 

7.3 


It  IS  Odd  that  this  document  indicates  that 
the  base  nas  a  "well-developed  recreation 
i.nf rastructure"  when  the  Base  Closure 
Ccmnissior,  cited  lacK  of  recreation  resources 
as  ■one  reasc.n  for  cl-osing  the  base. 

W;.at  4II  acres  will  be  tra.Tsfecred  to  Rantoul? 
What  will  be  the  method  of  conveyance  and  when? 

Roads  are  an  important  part  in  economic 
development.  It  must  be  assumed  that  the  cost 
for  this  capital  improvement  is  part  of  the 
pr-oposed  action. 

There  are  some  errors  related  to  the  mitigation 
of  traffic  problems  on  Maplewood  Drive.  It 
Will  be  difficult  and  ccstly  to  widen 
Maplewood.  There  is  currently  no  curbside 
parxing  allowed  on  the  drive  anyway.  Key 
intersections  art  already  signalized. 

Who  will  pay  for  the  costs  of  the  traffic 
studies?  This  is  a  cost  not  necessarily 
assumable  by  the  Village  of  Rantoul. 

Numerous  landfills  in  the  surrounding  counties 
are  licensed  to  accept  demolition  debris,  but 
that  does  not  mean  that  they  have  to  or  wil*. 

The  Rantoul  Municipal  Landfill  will  not 
accept  demolition  debris. 


I  request  a  response 

poss ible . 


these  comments  and  questions  as  soon  as 


TucRer 

lommunity  De  elopment  Director 
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responses  re;ate<i  'o  :T.ap'-ef  <,  iiva .  .a- ; -r.  -if 
socioeconim;c  resources,  and  affected  financid.  ja’.a  Jer;ved  fron 
•■.h--.se  reso^.rces  and  incorporated  .nto  '.ne  Soc ;  oe-:  onomi -?  iT.pact 
Analysis  Study  for  Chanute  Air  Force  Base. 

3-3  Method*:  3.9.1  Bcenoalc  activity 

SI  ^  independently  derived  version  -jf  Sedti^nai  ir.D^t-  Jutput 

I  Mode..inu  System  tRTMSifr  .g  the  method  for  pro.-ertir.^  .ocal  area 
I  jobs,  earnings,  and  sales  within  the  Proposed  Actitn.  and  "he 
I  Aviation  alternatives.  This  given  creates  projections  that  ate  r.ot 
I  included  in  the  document  for  our  study. 

3.3.4  -  hovMuoa  projoetod  b««od  on  tna  bnoo  chnngo  or  Mvnnuoo 
•■tlAotnd  bnaod  on  n  pnr-enpltn  bnoio 

As  stated  the  revenue  impacts  are  estimated  .n  two  ^atejories 
5  of  tax  and  non-tax  revenue.  Tax  revenues  are  Astimated  cased  on 
tax  base  e.g.  taxable  retail  sales  and  assessed  vaiues.  Tax  uase 
appears  to  be  determined  as  part  of  the  RIMSI:  model.  N;r.-rax 
revenues  are  based  on  per-capita  projections  also  derived  fr,ir  'he 
BlMStl  model.  The  RIMSII  model  projections  'an  be  subsr an* ; a  1 . y 
influenced  depending  on  the  structure  of  the  model. 

3.3.i  -  Otllltioa 

1  _  Major  assumptions  listed  in  analyzing  the  potentia..  e'fects  on 

utilities  anticipates  the  Village  wi.:  assume  'he  resp’onsibi  1  ;•  y  if 
^  all  utilities  except  the  nafural  gas  system  and  poss.ciy  r he  st^am 
plants.  Aaain  Utility  demands  can  be  suDstan^  .a.  .y  .r.f  luen'ed 
depending  on  the  results  of  the  model. 

3.4  -  hffoetod  edviroABont  (basolloo)  - 

.  Population  change*  and  houiing  demand  would  a. sc  be  in f 1 uer.ed 

o|  by  projection  methode  used  m  the  model.  Table  3.4-1  -  Jhcr'fall  - 

Attachment  u  -  Page 
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3|  ref. ■5r.:r*ra..  r,  inner  s  as  a  direct  result  of  r.r.^  ass.imptions 
I  .sed  IS  f*'3/,r"e3  ;n  '.he  B’MS!i  mode..  These  methods  need  fur'her 
I  .  nve-.'  .  j a’  . .  r,  as  •  *  he  ;  r  :•»  .evar;  «  r  r.t'e  t  fir  a  1  ternat  i  ve  met  hods 
I  '.hat  '»r.  “rax  .ni^.e  c : '  ,ar  .  .n.'.  w.’.-.i.-  '  r.e  region  of  stjdy. 

3.4.3  *  Public  services 

3  ,f  p.n:;-  e  are  Jeternr.ed  by  ratio  of  employees 

•  ,  p  r.M 'i  Metr./d  -f  de'.e.mmi.ng  .eve.s  ot  pub.;-:  service 

pfvd,  e.c  pr.-e:t..r.s  'ha'  appear  'he  sirfa.e  f  o  be  incorrect. 
The  f  a*  .  .ra,  .sed  •  .  produ.-e  these  projections  appear  i.hcorrect  and 
poin'd  '-it  •  r.e  fa."  'ha',  the  V.iJ.age  Pantoul  pcpulat.on  figures 
fr-jin  .dt  n  .j.  jA'a  ..n-.ides  ''AFB  wni:h  is  wi'.hin  the  Vil.ag# 
1  ;m I '  i .  1  “t e rr  ; f; . j  f  i*  . f e  Das*» •  i re  ser vi •:e  .eve is  tor  the  Vi  1 ; age 

of  Pa.-.'  .s  .r^.g.e  ar.d  a  mere  appropriate  method  is  needed  to 
produc**  1  .r»  ac-'.ra'e  pro  jec*  ions ,  A  standard  ratio  of  employee* 
**Tp..y«>es  per  popu.arioni  'o  population  may  not  be  an 

appr.pria'e  standard  f tr  a*l  municipal  services.  Police  protect  ion 
is  far  diff«*rer.t  than  tode  enforcement  as  to  the  level  of  service 
that  .  ■’i  within  a  ran^e  of  cfianging  population. 

Table  3.4-iS  -  X^ocel  goveraaent  a^Ioy— nt  erisiog  froa  closure 

I  The  'ab.e  illustrates  numbers  produced  from  the  ratio  of 

employees  *  ;  p:pj.ati-.r,  and  in  the  s,rface  seems  incorrect. 

3.4.3  3  -  rollco  protoctioa  -  future  beseliae 

®|  T.h.s  p/arajrapn  is  a  good  example  of  the  comment  in  3.4.3.  A 

I  redu''ivn  ;  r:  popu.ation  wi.i  n;t  ne'essarily  produce  a 

I  prop  ■- r '  .  .'nar  e  reduct.vn  in  the  po.ice  officers  required  to  provide 
I  the  .evt*.  ;f  cervi.e  required. 

344  -  rubiie  Fiftseces  village  of  taatoul 

3  I 

I  hap'er  'hree  :f  the  study  produces  the  basis  for  many  of  the 

I  relevant  factjrs  that  determine  the  shortfall  numbers  in  the  study. 

I  If  prujec'icr.  methods  produce  inaccurate  revenue  and  expenditure 
I  pro  ject  icrs,  'he  shortfall  is  ;r.a:curate  also. 

A  general  comment: 

There  are  inconsistencies  ir.  tms  study  that  stand  out.  Trying  to 
substantiate  a  number  that  stands  out  leads  back  to  Chapter  3. 
"hapter  1  appears  to  be  the  bas.^3  fur  many  of  the  methods,  models, 
ratios,  f'rmu.as,  and  assumptions  that  were  used  to  produce  numbor* 
that  draw  conc.usiors  in  rhe  s'jdy.  Many  areas  of  public  service 
with  lifferent  .'onstituents  are  represented  throughout  this  study. 
3l  It  >eem  appropriate  that  further  review  be  done  to  validete 

I  'he  .n'egnty  of  the  methods  used  for  evaluation  and 
I  char  A'  t er . zar  .  >n  of  soc i oeccnomi c  resources  or  appropriate  method* 
I  be  1  n-' -.  rpor  at  ed  into  the  study  to  insure  the  projections  derived 
I  from  'he  st jjy  are  accurate. 

Attachment  D  -  Page  2 
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Lt .  'loi.  Thomas  Bartol 

Director  of  Pt-egrams  and  Env  ;  renrent  a  .  I-ivisi-.n 
AFRCE-BM5/0EV 

Nor'on  Air  Force  Base,  valifcrnia  '*£4hi-ft449 


TOMMENTu  ON  OHANUTE  AIR  FORCE  BASE  EfT^r j r-jnMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

s 

The  economic  impact  to  the  parks  and  recreatisn  system  in 
Rar.toul  ate  underest  ima'.ed,  especially  m  'he  Ncn-Aviation  and 
Minor  Air  'Traf t  Maintenance  Ai  ternai  i  veg  .  ;bv  i ous  i  y  t  r.e  ah  i  1  ; *  y  of 
the  Vi  1 1  age  to  assume  ’  he  present  i  ec  rear  .  on  facilit.es  or.  the  base 
would  be  greatly  influenced  by  the  population  of  Pantoui.  Due  to 
the  fact  out  department  is  subsidized  beyond  the  present  recreation 
tax,  any  action  that  would  affect  Village  revenue  (i.e.  sales  tax, 
assessed  evaluation,  M.F.T.,  etc.i  will  di rect ly  affect  our  budget . 

.'jpecific  references  to  park  and  recreation  systems  in  th* 
Draft  EIS  are  reasonably  accurate.  The  purpose  of  our  present  and 
future  park  and  recreation  system  is  stated  accurately.  There  is 
a  fluctuation  in  the  acreage  referred  'o  as  open  space  throughout 
the  document  but  the  total  is  usually  -c.-se  to  the  actual  figure. 

3|  One  point  worth  mentioning  is  that  the  do-'ornent  continuously  refers 
^  I  to  *  he  need  for  buffer  zones  around  both  commercia,  and  residential 
I  areas,  ii.e.  t.he  southwest  corner  of  the  basei.  The  buffer  rone* 
I  ate  very  important  open  spaces  needed  to  ma*ntain  the  integrity  of 
Our  park  system.  Nildlife  population,  habi'at,  ind  wetland  impact 
are  properly  described  and  should  not  be  affected  by  any  of  th* 
alternatives  for  reuse.  I  am  also  glad  to  see  that  the  major  park* 
and  recreation  facilities  and  -open  space  cn  the  case  are 
continuously  referred  to  as  future  public  areas. 

The  facts  and  figures  jsed  in  'he  sot:  i  oeconom  •  :  impact 
analysis  seem  consistent  with  'hose  throughout  rr.i.s  process.  Th* 
par  ks/ rec  reat  ion  impact  specifically  is  not  disc-ussed  to  a  very 
S  great  degree.  It  is  our  assumption  that  the  renovation  of  existing 
fa-'iiities  mentioned  in  section  1.4...’.  ipg  1-m  for  $2  million 
has  something  to  do  with  the  air  museum  preje-'t  .  Th**  mam  -apitol 
expend*'  ires  necessary  in  assuming  the  facilities  .r.  case  wrjjd  b* 
the  heating  system  at  the  Forum,  moving  *  he  tee  ad  ^reer^  tf  hole 
#4  on  Willow  Pond  'lulf  .'outse,  and  t.he  put  ;hase  :t  equ.pment  for 
use  in  The  f5tum  and  youth  center. 


Atfiiiited  with  Netionsi  Recreation  and  Rark  Association 
Illinois  Park  &  Recreation  Society 
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ATTACBOMT  t 


It.  :3^.  Thomas  Barto. 

Tirecror  of  Prc<?rams  and  Environmental 
division,  AFRCE  -  SMS/2EV 
Norton  WB,  California  52409-6448 
('141  382-4891 


Match  25,  1991 


Col .  Bartol : 


I  would  Uiie  to  point  out  two  items  that  concern  the  Village  of 
Par.coui  With  the  proposed  Draft  of  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Disposal  and  Reuse  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  of  Rantoul, 
I k 1 inois . 


5.2 


1 


The  first  item  :s  on  page  3-9,  Section  3.2.3. 1  dealing  with  off- 
base  land  use.  It  states  that  the  off-base  land  at  the  north  end  of 
the  north-south  runway  includes  two  mobile  home  parhs  that  are 
separated  by  vacant  land.  The  area  is  flat  and  drains  to  the 
southeast  onto  the  base.  This  statement  is  false.  The  Village  of 
Rantoul  Storm  Committee  has  looked  at  this  problem  for  the  past 
three  years.  The  area  drains  to  the  east,  northeast,  where  the 
water  enters  the  Village  of  Rantoul  Storm  Drainage  System,  which 
discharges  to  a  drainage  ditch  near  the  Village  Waste  Water 
Treatment  Plant . 


S 


The  second  item  deals  with  the  Village  of  Rantoul  Fire  Department. 
According  to  the  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  Socioeconomic  Impact 
Analysis  Study,  which  states  in  Sections  4. 1.3.4  and  4. 2. 3. 4  on 
Fire  Protection,  that  the  base  squadron  has  assisted  the  Rantoul 
Fire  Department  only  once  in  the  last  ten  years.  This  is  a  false 
statement,  on  several  occasions  each  year  the  base  squadron  has 
been  helpful  in  assisting  the  Rantoul  Dept,  in  fire  and  reserve 
situations.  :  would  like  to  point  out  that  Rantoul  is  a  paid  per 
:all  fire  department,  which  stresses  fire  training  and  life  safety 
techniques.  Rantoul  requires  all  their  firemen  to  have  a  certified 
firefighter  2  status  from  the  State  of  Illinois.  Most  Rantoul 
.irefighters  go  on  to  obtain  firefighter  3  status  with  specialized 
training  in  certain  areas  of  fire  service  training.  If  the  Village 
were  to  take  responsibility  for  fire  protection  at  Chanute  Air 
Force  Base,  either  in  a  caretaker  status  or  one  of  the  three 


SI  proposed  uses,  Rantoul  would  suffer  a  burden  if  expe.nse  i..e  to  tr.e 
I  need  to  nire  additional  firemen  and  to  outf.t  th''  reeded  persorne., 
I  There  was  no  cost  associated  with  this  .mpact  on  the  Vii.aqe. 

The  current  fire  Department  concurs  witn  John  Fu.-.ke,  former  PantOv,, 
F:re  Thief,  ir.  ms  Statement  to  the  Pub.it  Works  Committee  dated 
January  10,  1990,  a  copy  of  which  is  attacned. 

It  should  be  noted  that  as  time  passes,  costs  quoted  in  that 
statement  will  increase. 

Daniel  E.  Culkin 
Chief  Inspector 
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ATTACHMENT  O 

CL08UBE  E18  CONCEILNaCOMMElMTa 

FINAL  PUBLIC  HEARING 
April  27.  I«9I 
Rantoul.  Illlnoi, 

Clmur,  Bawliiw: 

The  baseiinc  selected  by  the  commission  peinu  •  very  roey  picture  throufh  the 
year  2014.  Whet  ie  left  out  of  the  picture  is  the  condition  of  the  economy  from  the 
doeure  date  of  October  1.  1993  through  the  year  2014.  In  the  no-ection  alternalive, 
the  adverse  affect  of  the  base  with  boarded-up  buildings  and  a  lock  on  the  gala  ia  aaC 
considered.  Th'*  economic  environment  »ould  be  disaatroua  and  the  marhaliaf 
potential  dramatically  reduced.  It  it  recommend  that  another  column  be  added  ta  the 
charts  depicting  the  possible  sltematives  for  redevelopment  to  address  this  C 

Table  2.6-2  should  be  modified  to  add  the  column  "Redevelooment  Pi 
3014  '  and  additional  study  should  be  conducted  to  analyu  the  environmental  ii 
^  a  period  of  redevelopment  without  any  of  the  stated  alternatives  taking  plaaa. 
Simply  stating  that  'no  action'*  reaulto  in  'no  impaeta*  ia  not  only  mialaadiag  b«l  ia 
totally  untmo. 

Golf  Comae: 

Statua  of  the  golf  oouraa  ia  not  oonaiderad  undar  tha  ae>action  altamagva  m 
pata2>26.  It  is  sasewHsI  that  minimmft  mointanQiiao  V  pp«wndw*  •Vfl  if  —  Httsa* 
ahouM  heeotiM  tha  raaUty  in  ordar  to  guaraniao  fbtuia  aalaa  potential  af  iMe 


2.1 


tmeeaat  haa  hami  ahaera  in  tha  MO  araa  fcr  davalapmaat  if  a  tranaftr  atatlan 


Eia  CQNCERNS/COMMMJffg  (coni-d> 


2.1 


zi 


zi 


and  office  complei  for  C&S  Sanitation.  This  site  is  neer,  or  adjecent  to,  an  induatrial 
area  which  contains  landfills  and  other  waste  sites  Analysis  for  this  poienual  uaa 
should  be  included  in  the  EIS  as  impact  on  cleanup  as  well  as  on  surrounding  areas 
must  be  addressed.  See  attached  letter. 

Museuip  Pevylopme^^: 

The  Museum  Committee  haa  identified  an  area  of  the  property  it  wiahaa  te 
procure  for  mueeum  and  ataociatod  activities.  Some  of  the  property  is  to  be  used  Ibr 
purposes  not  identified  in  the  EIS.  See  stlached  summary. 

Commercial  Dralppmanl: 

The  InduethalCoramerdal  Committee  has  proposed  an  altemeU  use  of  ctutaM 
rtaidentiti  property  which  waa  not  addressed  in  the  EIS.  Set  attached  aummary. 
Educai^^ifl; 

The  Education  Committee  has  proposed  an  aJtamate  uae  plan  for  a  RaaSeul 
Technology  Assessment  Center  which  eras  net  addraesed  in  tha  EIS.  See  attnehad 
summary. 
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RASE  REtrriLIZATlOW  PLAN.  ARTS/CULTLTIE/AiR  MUSEUM  <cotn-d> 


8 


BASE  RBtrrn  nATIOM 

Introduction 

Th®  Arts  and  Cuiturt  ConvrnilM  and  the  .Air  Museunt  Commiii**.  vkith 
«ponsorship  of  Praine  Aviation  Museum  and  the  Chanute  H«niage  Foundation, 
propose  to  preserve  the  historical  and  cultural  aspects  of  Chanute  AFB  through 
formulation  of  the  Octave  Chanute  Museum  and  Cord'erence  Center  as  a  viable 
alternative  in  the  reuse  of  parts  of  Chanute  AFB-  The  organiaation  proposes  to 
acquire  some  of  the  aircraft  currently  on  static  display  on  Chanute  AFB  and  the 
OfScer's  Open  Mess  <Fanmarker  Gub)  building  and  surrounding  structurea.  aa 
well  as  the  WWII  Barracks  buildings  and  the  old  Chapel  (The  Steeple).  Under 
this  alternative  proposal  the  current  officer's  temporaiy  and  vtsiting  quartera 
would  be  converted  into  a  hotel  '  temporary  living  facilities  into  display 
buildings  and  classrooms,  the  Thrift  Shop  and  Supply  Storage  into  storage,  the 
five  fanruly  living  dupletes  into  an  Intar&ational  Languaga  Village  and  Aviatton 
Camp,  and  the  Fanmarker  Club  building  into  a  display  building  and  meeting 
faabty  for  the  Convention  Center  and  restaurant  for  all  viaitora.  The  pool  wouU 
be  run  by  the  Hotel  complex.  Theee  propoaale  are  to  the  planning  phaaa  and 
finandng  has  not  beaa  firuliaad, 

Coocaat 

I.  Tba  Octave  Chanute  Mueeum  and  Convention  Canter  would  be  bounded  bf 
Aircraft  Drive  and  Suparfbrt  on  the  North,  oonnactad  by  Falcon  Drive  and 
Mustang  Street  and  a  Una  extending  to  the  aouth  from  Heritage  to  Liberator  on 
the  East.  Liberator  Drive  on  the  South  and  the  w«at  fanea  line  and  Ihunderbir^ 
Drive  connected  by  Heritage  Drive  an  the  Wait 
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II  Facilibea  Required  Include 


1  BL'ILOING  NUMBER  1  BUILOtNC  NAME  |  PROPOSED  USB  | 

MS  1  Fanmirkfr  Club 

ReUauranu 
f'onttntion  Ctnitr 

Sa$  1  Vi»iiin|  (yfficar  1 

Qusrun 

Duplay 

»3 

Temporary  Living 
FociliUea 

Oiaplay 

S»4 

Tamperery  Living 
feciliuoi 

Diaplay  and 

Language  Viilagi 

Claiarooma 

SM 

Raertauon 

Chach  Out 

Display 

Ml 

Vitiung  Offlrar'a 
Qusrtar* 

Hou) 

SU 

Viaiting  OftWeTa 
Quartera 

Hotel 

sae 

Bath  Heuaa 

Bath  Heuaa 

MT 

Svinuning  Pee) 

Swimming  Peel 

SM 

Bath  Heuaa 

Bath  Heuaa 

5M 

Vtp  Bachalor 

Offiear'i  Quartara 

Display 

106 

WWII  Bamdia 

Display 

110 

WWII  Barracka 

Parte 

523 

Chape) 

Chapel  Di^lay 

M7 

Picnic  Paviliae 

Parking 

SM 

Mamed  Tasperary 
Heyaing 

latenaiMna) 
language  vaia^ 

(ILV)midSpMf 

ftnarim  Camp 

SM 

Marrwd  Tawpotaiy 
Heuaing 

sa? 

Mamad  Temporary 
Haaaing 

SM 

Mamad  Temporary 
Heuaing 

SM 

Mamad  Temporary 
Housing 

ILV  and  SpacW 

AnaLien  Camp 

57* 

IVAflbM 

Storage 

SM 

Surage 
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BA£E  REt.TJHZATIQN  PLAN.  AKTaCULTfRE/AIR  MUSEUM  (coot  (1) 

111.  As  listed  in  paragraph  1.  all  buildings,  grounds  and  supporting  structurea 
would  be  u»ed  to  support  the  Aviation  Museum  which  is  the  pnmary  thrust  of  this 
proposal 

IV  No  building  currently  exists  in  the  Village  of  Rantoul  to  accommodate  this 
proposal.  The  historical  significance  of  Chanute  AFB  and  ita  namesake  must  be 
preeerved  This  propossl  accomplishes  that  objective  in  a  self-supporting  way 

V  As  stated  in  the  ERA  study,  the  museum  operation  on  ita  own  would  not  be 
able  to  operate  without  significant  contributions  'Hie  State  of  lUtnoie  has  been 
contacted  for  a  grant  on  theTounsm  side.  The  Chanute  Heritage  Foundation  has 
agreed  to  sponsor  the  museum  in  ita  infancy.  'The  Convention  Center,  the  pool, 
and  the  IntemaUonal  Language  Village  would  contribute  to  the  operation  and 
defray  the  costs  forecast  in  the  ERA  study.  Further  finanael  stud*ea  ere  currently 
underway 

VL  The  muaaufli  foundatioo  would  ovareae  the  managenMot  of  the  complex  tod 
wiO  act  ae  the  board  of  govaroore  ceoeaming  oparationa.  Studiea  are  etiO 
uadarway  oo  the  orfanixatioaal  chart. 

Atuchmanta:  1.  iMiraatiaaal  LsmgMfi  and  Coharal  Frogram 

2.  Air  Mueeum  Pregeaal 


BAgg  Min’IUMTION  PUN 

The  Industnal^ommercial  Committee  propose  the  commercialuaiion  of 
property  as  a  Williamsburg  of  the  Midwest  .  as  a  viable  alternative  for  the 
redevelopment  of  Chanute  Air  Force  Base  This  tounsl  attraction  and  busintas 
center,  which  when  combined  with  adjacent  parks  and  recreation  areas,  would 
present  a  bit  of  history  in  east  central  Illinois  for  the  retail  conaumer.  Tha 
faalitiea  would  be  developed  for  uses  such  as.  professional  offices  (law,  tnadkel. 
dental,  investment-brokerage,  real  estaie.  insurance,  etc.);  or  commercial  aclivitiaa 
including,  art  studioa,  restauranta.  bed  and  breakfast,  shops  and  boutiquaa,  that 
would  preserve  the  outaide  appearance  of  the  buildings  so  that  the  historical 
ausosphare  would  prevail.  The  committee  further  propoaea  exterior  renovatiana  «a 
include,  old  style  lamp  posu  and  c^iblestone  straeu  to  more  completely  eeiabliah 
the  desired  atmosphere. 


1.  The  following  buildings  are  proposed  for  commercialisation; 


BlfZLDINGfS) 

PfUSSINT 

Fimitt 

DESIGNATION 

DESIGNATlOff 

5.  8.  9.  to.  11 

Senior  Officer  Houmag 

RcUil/ProkMtMl 

70-74.  and  88>00 

Offiear  Houang 

RaUfl 

78.  79.  80,  81,  82 

Senior  Offiear  Houaing 

RaUil 

75.  84.  !3.  15 

Caragaa 

Storage 

2.  11m  buildingi  would  ba  uaad  s*  baud  m  paragraph  1  fer 

eommaroal/reuil/proftaaional  devtiopraci/  aa  a  tourisVahoppiBg 
district  with  pataatial  davalapMal  for  thia  purpoaa  through  PUD* 

typa  aalaa. 
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There  is  no  other  area  in  RaniouJ  to  support  ihjs  type  of  development. 
The  nearness  to  the  proposed  airport  facility  makes  this  development 
opportunity  essential  to  support  traffic  forecasts  in  conjunction  with 
the  airport  This  proposal  insures  the  areas  are  released  for  public 
purchase  as  a  unit  to  effect  the  areas  of  the  surroundinf  airport 


Private  sources  will  be  sought  to  finance  the  Williamsburg  of  the 
Midwest'  airport  shopping  and  professional  district. 

A  private  developeits)  would  manage  the  area  within  the  Village 


Financing  of  these  proposed  uses  will  be  dependent  on  future 
Unancia)  ajaiatance  froa  eoaunerdal/retail  deve(eptr<s)  and  grants 
from  appropriata  ageodea. 


I  The  Education  Committee  proposes,  as  an  alternative  plan,  the  Rantouj 
Technology  Assessment  Center  The  proposed  Center  will  be  an  institution  which 
will  ba  supported  by  the  State  Board  of  Education  for  the  purpoec  of  asseaair^  the 
industrial  skills  of  secondary  studenta,  as  well  as  post  secondary  studenta  who 
have  completed  vocational  programs  in  either  local  districta  at  the  secondaiy 
schools  or  through  the  Tech/Prep  programs  of  the  fllinois  Community  Collagaa. 

The  skills  which  will  be  assessed  will  be  responsive  to  the  goals  of  industry  and 
manufacturing  aasociationa. 


Students  will  come  to  the  Center  for  a  compreheiuive  evaluation  which  sriO 
take  about  three  to  five  days.  During  this  time  students  will  be  housed  in  the 
former  Air  Force  dormitories  and  will  be  evaluated  in  laboratories  and  claasroocna 
of  Smith  Han  on  the  Chanuta  Air  Force  Bate. 


i.  The  foflowing  is  an  inventory  of  facilttiea  needed: 


Parking  Lot  (3) 


PRESENT 

DESIGNATION 


Perking  Lot 


FUTURE 

DESIGNATIOW 

Aaeeeenieot  Idh. 

Administratien 
Counaaling  Center 

Sleeping  Quartan 
Diiming  FadHiy 

Student  Parkaag 
Employee  Perka^ 


2.  The  buildinge  end  parking  Me)  Hated  in  paragraph  il  will  be  need 
in  the  feOeadag  wajr 


K-65 


C  &  S  Sanitary  Co.  att^ci,. 
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Art.  Sim.  A  Rod  Comboot 

ms  C«mury 
Raniout.  lltino«6iMt 
(2(7)  su-sers 


March  21 ,  1991 


ViIIa9c  of  Rantoul 
333  S.  Tanner 
Rantoul,  XL  61866 
Attn:  Mr.  Ray  Boudeaux 


Re:  Base  Reuse 


1|  C  a  S  Sanitary  would  like  to  aquire  property  on  the  base, 
2,1  I  when  it  becoaes  available.  See  attached  nap  for  location. 

This  site  will  be  used  for  a  transfer  station,  shop,  and 
office  for  C  4  S  Sanitary  Co. 

If  you  need  further  information  please  call  me  and  I  will 
be  happy  to  furnish  it. 


Steve  Conbest 
General  tanager 
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IHSOI/TM  TASNIR  f  O  SO*  »*  RASTOl  L.  tLLISOn*l9*4  1*41  F*m  tjtt)  9n*90l 


John  O  Rittenhoufc  ' 

Deputy  for  InstaJlations  ' 

The  Pentagon.  Room  4C940 
Washington.  DC  20330 

Dear  Mr  Rittenhouse. 

Recently,  discussing  the  various  properties  on  Chanutc  Air  Forte  Base,  you  asked  if  I 
could  provide  a  list  of  buildings  the  Village  of  Rantoul  was  convinced  really  ought  to  be 
tom  down  The  following  buildinp  Gt  that  description 

Building  a732  (The  Old  Stables)  built  ui  1917 

Building  6125  tSupply  and  Storage  Facility) 
built  in  1942. 

Building  #107  lOld  Cold  StMagc)  built  m  1954 

Building  #550.  #551.  #552,  #553.  #554  and  all 
structures  associated  with  it  (Main  Sewage 
Treatment  and  Dispoaal  Plant)  built  in  1940 

to  all  instaaoes,  as  far  aa  can  be  detarmined,  these  buildings  bsve  been  oondemncd  snd 
sre  marked  for  demolition  The  sewage  treatment  and  dispoaal  on  bate  is  now  linked 
with  the  ViUaga  of  Rantoui's  sewage  treatment  plant  autkiag  obsolete  the  old  mmn 
treatment  snd  disposal  plant,  and  tbs  other  buildings  listed  stand  empty  at  iku  lime. 

^  I  We  certainly  ippraciate  any  help  you  can  give  us  in  assunng  that  these  buildings  will  be 
3.1  I  tom  down  befcre  the  Air  Force  departs  tha  property 


Thanks  very  much  Ibr  your  aaaistanca. 

Podagroai  ^ 


Lt.  Col.  Ton  Bartol 

Director  of  Proqraaa  and  Environment 

AntCS'BHS/DBP 

Norton  APB,  California  93409-644B 
Dear  Lt.  Col.  Bartol: 

The  draft  environmental  impact  etatament  (BIS)  and  aocioeconemic 
impact  analyaie  study  for  the  proposed  disposal  and  reuse  of 
Chanute  Air  Pores  Base  have  been  reviewed.  The  impacts  on  the 
highway  network  around  the  basa  appear  to  have  been  adequately 
addressed.  We,  therefore,  have  no  comments  to  offer  on  either 
document. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Ennis  V.  Hsathcock,  Director 

Office  of  Planninq  &  Program  Development 


Byt  Psul  0.  Quinn 

Regional  Bnvirommental  specialiat 


